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PREFACE TO SECOND EDITION. 

In issuing this second edition (the first edition of one thousand 
being exhausted), I would express my thanks to those friends and 
patrons who have purchased the work, and to the many editors of 
different publications who have recommended it to the cart^ful peru- 
sal of their numerous readers. And I would here say that the notices 
of the press have given me peculiar satisfaction, many extracts from 
which will be found in the Appendix. All the notices, so far as they 
have come under my eye, have Inien favorable. 

From page 430 I take the following extract: — 

"In preparing this book, I am not aware of any concealment, op 
exaggeration, or false coloring in any form or degree to deceive the 
reader, or to make a wrong impression on his mind to my own advan- 
tage, or to the disadvantage of any person involved in the disclosures 
which I liave made. And should any one think that I have not (Stated 
liis case fairly, or that I have wronged him by saying that wiruh is 
not true, let him inform me wherein, and give me the proof, and I 
will most cheerfully, and with all due liaste, make the required 
correction." 

It is now more than three months since the book was published, 
and I have never received an intimation, verlxil or written, tliat its 
statements are not strictly tnie. 

No reader of the book has, to my knowledge, called in question tlif 
propriety of its publication. And should anyone entertain a doub 
on tliis point, let him read attentively the 31st chapter, and he wil 
doubt no longer. 

When the first edition was published, I had reason to brlieve t' 
my church edifice, which has been commenced, would Iiavo h 
closed in, and the vestry fiifished before winter; but owing to (in* 
stances beyond my control, the building will not go up till carl 
the spring. In the mean time, I hope that my fritjiuls will not 
the enterprise to fail through want of the necessary funds. 
a>'ails of my book will be devoted to the same object. For this 
I have not committed the work to any publisher or l)(X)ksell 
dispose of it myself, and to me must all orders be sent. 

To enable the reader to find, with the givatcst possible ' 
particular topic discu.ssed, or fact stated, I have inserted, at 
of the volume, an Index. 

SoiTTH Boston, October, 1855. 
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2 REMARKABLE INCIDENTS IN THE 

Israel." And if a saving work of grace has ever reached 
my heart, it was owing, under God, to her counsels and 
prayers. When I was about eighteen years of age, I 
commenced fitting for college in the family, and under 
the tuition of Rev. Aaron Button, then pastor of the 
First Church in Guilford. Near that period it pleased 
God to visit the town with the special influences of his 
Spirit, and hopefully to convert many " a sinner from the 
error of liis way." If I am a truly converted man, I 
date my conversion back to that period. After a suit- 
able probation, I became connected with the church by 
a public profession. I entered Yale College in the fall 
of 1809, and graduated in 1813, having been educated 
under the presidency of Dr. D wight, whom I ever re- 
garded as one of the best and greatest of men. 

Immediately after leaving college, I entered upon the 
office of preceptor of the academy at Monson, in this 
State. I took up my residence there in the family of 
Rev. Dr. Ely, with whom I studied theology, and, in 
October, 1814, was presented by him to the Hampden 
Association, for a license to preach the gospel, which 
was readily granted. I continued to retain my connec- 
tion with the academy till the spring of 1816. At that 
time I was invited to take the pastorate of the church 
in East Hartford, Connecticut, and was ordained on the 
twenty-fourth day of the following June. After labor- 
ing among that people till August, 1827, I requested a 
dismission. I will here insert a brief extract from the 
doings of the church at a meeting holden on the sixth 
day of August, to act on my request : " We regard Mr. 
Fairchild as a faithful and successful minister of Christ. 
He has labored among us abundantly in word and doc- 
trine, and we esteem him highly in love for his works' 
Bake. Our attachment to him is strong, and our con- 
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fidence in him unshaken. By the blessing of God upon 
his labors, this church has been greatly enlarged. More 
than eighty have been added to our number since the 
present year commenced, and upwards of two hundred 
during his ministry. On these accounts he has become 
dear to us, and we cannot indulge the thought of his 
leaving us without peculiar regret ; and we consent to 
submit the question of his dismission to the considera- 
tion and decision of a council, at his own urgent 
request." 

On the tw^enty-eighth day of August a regular eccle- 
siastical council met and consummated my request. 
The last paragraph of their result is in these words : 
" The Rev. Mr. Fairchild being thus released from the 
pastoral charge of this people, this Ecclesiastical Coun- 
cil do cheerfully recommend him to the churches of our 
Lord, wherever Divine Providence may direct his way, 
as a worthy minister of Christ Jesus. Having labored 
in the work of the gospel ministry in this place, during 
a period of eleven years, it has pleased the God of all 
grace to accompany his labors, from time to time, with 
a divine blessing, and to grant his people two precious 
seasons of revival, hopefully calling many immortal 
souls into the fold of Christ. Endowed with rich minis- 
terial gifts, the council entertain a hope that he may 
continue a faithful laborer in the vineyard of his Lord, 
and be instrumental, by divine grace, of turning many 
to righteousness." 

Eight of the pastors, who had been my neighbors and 
associates for years, gave me letters when I left, speak- 
i^g of me in terms of high comnciendation and sincere 
^ffeetjon which letters I need not quote \ieTe, as they 
were a// published in my pamphlet, pnntcd in 1844, 
^^%d ^^JiJ^'a^^^y Unfolded." JndeiiOL, ^ sVvo\x\d not 
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have deemed it necessary even to refer to the testimo- 
nials of these gentlemen, or to publish a single sentence 
from the doings of my church in East Hartford, or from 
the result of the council that dismissed me, had not the 
deacons of South Boston reported the story, in 1842, 
that my character, while in East Hartford in 1827, was 
such that the good people there had lost all confidence 
in me ; so it would seem as if that story was more than 
fourteen years in travelling from East Hartford to South 
Boston! This shows, however, with what ease an 
enemy can find a dark spot in his neighbor's character 
when he is searching for it, and full of fear lest he 
should be unsuccessful. It shows, too, how ready some 
men are to believe what they wish to be true. Many 
instances of this kind far more remarkable will be devel- 
oped in the progress of my story. 

In October, 1827, I was invited to become the pastor 
of the church in South Boston, now called the Phillips 
Church. The invitation was accepted, and my installa- 
tion took place on the twenty-second day of November. 
In March, 1833, I was called to the pastorship of the 
Presbyterian Church in Federal street, Newburyport. 
Knowing that my deacons at that time were dissatisfied 
with me, and believing that they would make me trouble 
if I remained with them, I was on the point of accepting 
the call, when a paper was put into my hands contain- 
ing all the names of my parishioners, male and female, 
except the deacons, urging me to negative the call and 
remain with them. The deacons at once perceived that 
if I left it would be on their account, and this was a 
responsibility which they did not like to assume ; one 
of them, therefore, (Marcus Whiting,) immediately 
withdrew to another church, but Deacon Jeremy Drake 
expressed a wish to remain, to which I acceded after his 
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treated thus, even for repeated acts of imprudence and 
indiscretion, the Lord have mercy on the profession. 
Certain I am that many who are now in it, would soon 
- be out of it, — and many who are now out of it would 
never enter it. I do not pretend to claim exemption 
from the common infirmities of men. But I do claim 
exemption from those infamous crimes laid to my charge, 
of wh ich I know myself to be innocent, and when no valid 
proof has been or can be adduced to sustain them, and 
especially after an impartial jury has unanimously ac- 
quitted me on the distinct merits of the case. This I 
do claim ; and I submit it to your judgment whether it 
be not a righteous claim." 

There is one act of mine deemed by many as very in- 
judicious, and for which, so far as I know, I have been 
more generally censured than for any and all my other 
acts, — I refer to the payment of hush-money; this has 
seemed to certain minds as almost a confession of guilt. 
My reasons for doing so I have stated on the sixteenth 
page of my pamphlet, published in 1844, and I here take 
pleasure in mentioning what I know to be true, that a 
great change has taken place in the views of people in 
relation to this matter ; they have learnt from those best 
qualified to know, that thousands of dollars have proba- 
bly been paid every year in Boston, by innocent men, 
rather than have their names brought before the public 
in such a connection. But this method of obtaining 
money under false pretences, or, as it is technically 
termed, " black-mailing," is far less common since H^y 
trial and acquittal ; for the public mind is now so much 
enlightened on the subject that an innocent man is well 
aware that very little credit is given to such accusations, 
and therefore instead of paying hush-money, he enters a 
complaint against his accusers, which usually results in 
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the infliction of deserved punishment on the guilty, and 
without any stain on hid own reputation, or reproach on 
his family and friends ; and with the knowledg(; which 
I now have, this is the course w^hich I should have 
adopted, and which I would earnestly recommend to all 
who may hereafter be placed in similar circumstances. 
Let it be but distinctly known beforehand that no money 
w^iJl be given these false accusers, but rather a comphiint 
entered before the proper tribunal, and such accusations 
-will be "few and far between." It is true, that hi such 
a case, the law operates greatly to the disadvantage of 
the accused, and altogether in favor of the accuser ; for 
the man, however innocent he may be, is not allowed 
by law to testify in the matter, while his accuser has 
full liberty, and can be discredited only by an impeach- 
ment of her testimony ; and in some instances this may 
be quite a difficult, not to say hazardous, attempt. And 
it was my knowledge of the existence of this law, which 
had no little influence on my course of action. Why a 
law, which seems to me so palpably unjust and unequal, 
should remain on our statute-book, is a question for our 
wise legislators to settle. 

Having made these preliminary remarks, I will now 
enter upon the history of my troubles. From the time 
I declined the call at Newburyport, in 1833, till August, 
1841, nothing occurred worthy of special notice. On 
the twenty-seventh day of that month, Deacon Josiah 
Vinton made that most unrighteous and insulting attack 
upon me which I have described on the twelfth page of 
"Iniquity Unfolded," and which it is unnecessary for 
me to repeat. Indeed, all the circumstances connected 
with that transaction, — the supposed signals inviting 
me to my neighbor's house for a vile purpose, — Dea- 
con Vinton watching me secreted behind a window- 
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blind with his neighbor's wife, and Deacon Drake at the 
same hour watching me from the scuttle window on the 
roof of his house, at two o'clock in the afternoon, when 
I was going in broad daylight to call on a virtuous 
family, without even suspecting that my deacons could 
be so employed in order to entrap their unoffending 
pastor, not having given me the least previous intima- 
tion in private that my calls on that family were exciting 
suspicion in the mind of any one, and thus telling me 
my fault alone, as the gospel directs, that I might explain 
my conduct, so that all further occasion for evil surmis- 
ings might be avoided, — all this, I say, is not only fully 
stated in my pamphlet of 1844, but it has all been criti- 
cally examined and thoroughly sifted by six gentlemen 
chosen by mutual agreement, to hear the evidence and 
pass judgment in the case, as a board of reference ; and 
at the proper time and place I shall insert their result in 
fuU. 

When the deacons told me of the watching scene 
just mentioned, I should not have been more surprised 
if they had suspected me of murder. I assured them 
that their suspicions were unfounded, and made to them 
all the explanations which truth and honesty demanded. 
But it availed nothing; their minds were made up. 
They however professed not to have the least desire to 
injiu-e me ; they only wanted a new minister, having, 
as they said, lost all confidence in me. They were 
willing, as they said, that I should take the j)astoral 
charge of any other church out of South BosfDnr- 
Having myself felt a desire for years to be relieved of 
my deacons, I thought that Providence had now opened 
the way for me to request a dismission with a good 
conscience. Accordingly, I very unwisely entered into 
an arrangement with them, that if they would make no 
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attack on my character by proclaiming their suspicions, 
I would seek a new field of labor, and enter it as soon 
as possible. But their wicked and cruel assault so dis- 
tressed me, — the thought that my deacons, who, as I 
well knew, were my worst enemies, should place me in 
such a position, so affected my health in a short time, 
that I was not able to perform my pastoral labors ; and 
instead of seeking for a new parish, I was compelled to 
look after my health. In the opening of the spring of 
1842, finding my feebleness increasing, I made prepara- 
tion for a journey to Europe, to be absent, if necessary, 
one year. But the latter part of April, about tvvo weeks 
before I designed to leave the country, the demand for 
money was made upon me by a former domestic, who 
was directed to come to me, as she said, by a married sis- 
ter — which sister shared in the booty, as was afterwards 
proved in court — a domestic whom I had not seen or 
beard a word from for about five months. I yielded to 
the demand, as is well known to my readers, and the 
circumstances connected with it I afterwards stated in 
full in my pamphlet of 1844. This unhappy occurrence 
detennined me at once to give up my contemplated 
European tour, and to journey in the southern and west- 
ern parts of this country. Accordingly, I resigned my 
office as pastor of the Phillips Church, on the fifteenth 
day of May. When my letter of resignation was read 
in the presence of a large congregation, it took almost 
every one by surprise, except the deacons ; and if the 
people had then known what was the probable cause of 
my feeble health, — that it was doubtless induced by the 
conduct of my deacons, in giving heed to the stories of 
a jealous watcher-woman residing in the neighborhood, 
and then turning watchers themselves, — if the congre- 
gation, I say, had been aware of this fact, the deacons 
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would not have appeared quite so much elated, as I was 
told they did, while my letter was being read. In that 
letter I gave the people the statistics of the church in a 
single paragraph, which I will here quote. In referring 
to the time when I took charge of the church, in Novem- 
ber, 1827, I said : " You were then a feeble band. The 
church consisted of only thirty-seven^ members, and such 
had been your trials and discouragements, that it was 
quite doubtful, for some months, whether you would 
disband and give up the ground to be occupied by 
another denomination, or make one further effort to gain 
strength sufficient to retain your existence as a distinct 
chmch and society. Just at this interesting crisis a kind 
Providence directed my steps hither, and the conse- 
quence was that a united and pressing invitation was 
given me to become your pastor. By the advice and 
urgent request of the late Dr. Wisner, then pastor of the 
Old South Church, your invitation was accepted ; not 
because this was the most inviting field of labor that 
presented itself to my notice, nor because I was in pur- 
suit of ease, worldly honor, or interest ; but because it 
was deeply impressed on my mind that duty to Christ 
required me to come and labor among you, hoping, un- 
der God, that I might be the means of saving you, as a 
church, from utter extinction. At that time, neither you 
nor 1 had nmch reason to expect that our connection 
would continue for more than three years. But it has 
continued for fourteen years and a half. And now be- 
hold what great things the Lord hath done for us. 
Since the time of my installation, we have admitted 
into membership in this church, three hundred and fifty- 
six; of tliis number, two hundred and fifty-one still 
remain connected with us, and the congregation has 
increased in about the same proportion." 
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Within a few days I commenced my journey. On 
the second day of June a council convened for my dis- 
mission, at which one, if not both the deacons were 
present; but they never uttered a word, or made the 
least Insinuation against my moral character. The coun- 
cil dismissed me with clean papers, speaking of me in 
terms of high commendation, the deacons sitting sil(Mitly 
by all the while, and believing me a knave and a hypo- 
crite ; thus allowing the council to send forth one wliom 
they deemed "a wolf in sheep's clothing," to scatter and 
devour some innocent and misuspecting flock. 

In my interviews with the deacons after learning what 
they had been doing, and before as well as after enter- 
ing into the agreement just mentioned, I assured them 
in the most unequivocal terms, that nothing could in- 
duce me to remain with them, even though they should 
make a suitable apology ; for I was so constituted tliat 
it was impossible for me ever to feel safe as pastor of 
that church, in connection with such deacons. I re- 
peatedly told them that I would not and could not 
remain, unless compelled to do so in order to vindicate 
my character from their aspersions, at the same time 
entreating them that if they had any charge which they 
ever intended to prefer and substantiate against mo, to 
do it w^hile I remained pastor of the church, that I might 
be in a suitable position to meet it. But they were not 
prepared, when the council met for my dismission, to 
violate their solemn promise to keep their suspicions to 
themselves, and so they deferred that treacherous act till 
after I was happily settl(»d in Exeter. 

I must be permitted here to say that if this transac- 
tion were to occur again, I should take a very different 
course. If a deacon or any one else should ever come 
ipon mc again in like manner, depend upon it, there 
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would be no compromise between us ; but. I would meet 
the case at once by demanding proof, or a retraction of 
the charge, or an investigation before some tribunal com- 
petent to try the case, and inflict deserved punishment. 
To enter into compromises under such circumstances 
with known enemies, though they may be deacons, is 
madness ; for they arc not to be trusted. I should not 
probably do exactly as a brother clergyman told me he 
would. Said he, " if Deacon Vinton had come upon me 
in that manner, instead of entering into compromises, I 
would have taken him by the collar of his coat, and drag- 
ged him to the first person I met, and then dared him to 
repeat, in the presence of that witness, what he had 
just said to me." But I was timid, — unaccustomed to 
contention, — thought much of my reputation, — was not 
a lawyer or a merchant, who could meet such an attack 
with less injury, but a teacher of religion and morals, 
whose influence would be greatly impaired if his purity- 
were even suspected. But I can now only say as I did 
about the payment of hush-money, " what is done, can- 
not be midone." 



CHAPTER II. 

I RETURNED from my journey early in September, with 
my health somewhat improved, but still quite feeble. I 
preached occasionally one sermon on the Sabbath, as a 
labor of love for some neighboring pastor ; and during 
most of the months of December and January, I was 
able to supply the pulpit of a vacant church in Maiden. 
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Daring this period, Rev. William W. Patton was or- 
dained as my successor over the Pliillips Church, though 
the deacons so managed, in order to show me their con- 
tempt, as to prevent an invitation being extended to me 
to sit as a member of the ordaining council, which 
excited a good deal of feeling and inquiry, both within 
and without the council. Li February I received an 
invitation to preach to the First Church in Exeter. As 
my health was not fully confirmed, I consented to oc- 
cupy their pulpit firom the first of March till September, 
with the understanding that if my health should be 
restored, and they should then desire it^ I would consent 
to become their settled pastor. Accordingly I received 
a call after laboring among them about sLx months, and 
was installed on the twentieth day of September, 1843. 
Rev. N. Adams preached the sermon, Dr. Codman gave 
the charge, and Rev. Hubbard Winslow addressed the 
people. Soon after this, I was notified by a friend of 
mine residing in Boston, that Deacon Vinton and others 
were circulating stories to my injury. And on inquiry 
I was satisfied that the pledges given me by the deacons 
had been violated. Passing over what took place from 
that time till March, by way of correspondence and 
otherwise, I would here state that two anonymous let- 
ters came into the post-office at Exeter, dated the one 
March fifteenth, and the other March twenty-ninth, 
addressed to Rev. Henry Jewell, the minister of the 
Universalist Society, and James Burley, Esq., a leading 
member of the same society, and casliier of the Granite 
Bank. Both these letters contained the grossest slan- 
ders respecting me, and referred to the deacons of the 
Phillips Church, South Boston, as their authority. 
Messrs. Jewell and Burley kept these letters to them- 
selves and said nothing, contrary to the expectation of 

2 
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the writers, wlio doubtless supposed that as these gen- 
tlemen were Universalists, they would rejoice to find 
something against an Ortliodox clergyman. But the 
anonymous writers, finding that they could not set the 
stories in circulation in this way, soon fell upon another 
expedient. Accordingly, on the :?ixtc(»nth day of April, 
an anonymous printed circular came into the post-office, 
headed "A Wolf in Siii:ep\s Clothing," and signed 
" EpAPmiODiTi'5?," directed to t*omc thirty or forty heads 
of families in the town. This was a long document, 
abounding in vile and slanderous assertions, — alluding 
to the agreement between the deacons and myself, and 
again referring to them as authority. 

This infamous circular being thus introduced into the 
families of the village, soon brought together the leading 
members of my church for consultation. As the circu- 
lar was anonymous, it was at first deemed unworthy of 
notice. It was argued by the brethren that if the deacons 
of the Phillips Church had any thing against my moral 
character, they ought, as honest men, to have made the 
fact known to the people of Exeter before my installa- 
tion, and not have suffered me to leave South Boston 
with such high testimonials of character, and thus prac- 
tise a gross imposition upon them, especially as I had 
been laboring among them for sLx months previous to 
my installation, as the deacons well knew ; and moreover 
knowing the very day appointed for the ceremony to 
take place, and the very clergymen in their immediate 
vicinity who were to take part in the installing ser\'ices. 
But inasmuch as the deacons of the Phillips Church 
were so explicitly and boldly referred to, it was thought 
best that two of the brethren should visit South Boston 
to make inquiry into the matter. They did so ; and on 
their return reported that the circular was got up by my 
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personal enemies, who were bent on my min. On in- 
qoiring of the neighbors they ascertained the hostile 
feelings of the deacons towards nH», and also of the 
Danham family. They had a personal interview with 
Mr. Dunham ; and they afterwards published a state- 
ment of what he said, from which I take the following 
extract : " We called at the house of Josiah Dunham for 
the purpose of ascertaining what Mr. Danham would 
say in relation to an anonymous circular which had 
been distributed, defamatory to the character of Rev. 
Mr. Fairchild. Mr. Dunham, without any hesitation, 
denied all knowledge of the circular, both in respect to 
its author, origin, or publication. He said that Mr. 
Fairchild was a rascal and a villain, and he could prove 
it. He is as big a rascal as ever wore a black coat ; and 
I will leave no stone unturned until I get him out of the 
pulpit. Down with him, and tell what I say every- 
where. It was evident from this conversation that Mr. 
Dunham was the determined foe of Mr. Fairchild ; and 
although he denifed all knowledge of the circular, he yet 
voluntarily made charges of a character equally severe." 
When afterwards the deacons were questioned on the 
subject, they made the same denial. Nobody seemed 
to know where the circular came from ; and it is with- 
out acknowledged paternity to this day. But as it 
got into the post-office, and into many of the families 
at Exeter, and as it could not possibly be without 
parentage, every reader must be left to draw his own 
inference as to its origin. I do not wish my worst 
enemy unjustly to suffer the imputation and disgrace of 
being the author of that foul and ignominious publica- 
tion. But I shall soon have occasion Jo mention other 
publications equally foul and ignominious, the authors 
of wliich are well known, notwithstanding their artful 
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and unbecoming attempts at concealment. Shortly 
after the return of these two brethren to Exeter, and 
then: report of what they had ascertained at South Bos- 
ton, I was satisfied that the deacons and Dunhams had 
gone so far, and said so much, that there must be an 
investigation. Accordingly, I requested, through Rev. 
N. Adams of Boston, then my friend, that he would 
advise as to what method had better be taken to inves- 
tigate the matter. At his suggestion, and with the con- 
sent of the deacons, the board of reference already men- 
tioned, was constituted, and the case referred to them 
for their final action and decision. 

The referees met at South Boston on the eighth day 
of May, 1844. They examined critically and thoroughly 
all the evidence. They held three long and tedious 
sessions, commencing each day soon after two o'clock, 
and continuing till nearly midnight. They gave full 
liberty to the deacons to say all they had to say, not 
only about my deportment while a resident of South 
Boston, but also about my imputed misconduct when I 
was pastor of the church in East Hartford. They did 
not restrict the deacons at all, but allowed them to be- 
gin, if they chose, as one of the referees expressed it, 
" from the fall of Adam, and come down to the present 
time." And when they closed, the chairman asked 
them, "Gentlemen, have you done? Is this all?*' 
They answered, " Yc5." 

My readers may here wish to know what w^as meant 
by my delinquencies at East Hartford. I feel it due to 
them as well as to myself, to make a brief statement 
with regard to that matter. Soon after my return from 
the West, in the fall of 1842, Deacon Vinton read to me 
certain detached parts of a letter which he had received 
from somebody in Connecticut, which seemed to cast 
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Bome suspicion on my character. But I could not pro- 
Tail on him to name tlie author, or let me read the 
letter. But from a remark incidentally madt; by him, I 
inferred that it came from East Hartford. I immedi- 
ately wrote a letter to the Rev. Samuel Spring, my 
buccestfor in the ministry there, to ascertain from him 
whether he could give me any information on the sub- 
ject. He replied that Deacon Vinton had written to 
him, and that he had returned an answer, and expressed 
a wish that I could read it. He assured me that there 
was nothing in it, taken as a whole, which could be 
construed to my injury. And from his account of it, 
the deacon's letter must have been not a little crafty 
and deceptive. I then \\Tote to Mr. Spring again, 
stating to him at some length the course which my 
deacons had pursued towards me. He wTote me a 
second letter, dated January 14th, 1843, from which 
I will take a single extract. " I authorize you to say to 
him," (Deacon Vinton,) " from me, using this or my 
last letter, or both or neither, as you please, for proof, 
tliat no charge of a criminal nature was brought before, 
the council at the time of your dismission ; nor was a 
whisper uttered derogatory to your character as a Chris- 
tian minister; nor did a thought, so far as I know, ever 
enter the mind of one of them that would implicate 
your purity or morality in any respect. This, I think, 
my dear brother, will correct any misapprehension which 
my letter may possibly have occasioned. And there is 
one reason why it should be in your possession rather 
than in his. He might not be disposed to use it at all 
Men are usually not ])rompt to correct Iheir own mis- 
takes." Of the truth of this last remark, my readers 
will find abundant proof as they peruse this volume, 
pot only in reference to deacons, but pastors of churches. 

2* 
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After the evidence was all in, and the deacons had 
nothing more to say, the referees, having been alone an 
hour or two, to ascertain each other's views, adjourned 
from the tenth to the fifteenth day of May, to meet in 
Boston, at the house of Rev. Mr. Winslow, there to 
make up their final judgment in the case. They met 
accordingly, and having sat in secret session from the 
early part of the evening till after midnight, they came 
to the following unanimous result : — 

At the request of the Rev. J. H. Fairchikl, of Exeter, New 
Hampshire, the undersigned met at South Boston, on the 8th 
of May, 1844, to investigate charges made against his moral 
character, in an anonymous circular which had been recently 
distributed in Kxcter and elsewhere. 

In this circular, the deacons of the Phillips Church in South 
Boston were referred to as having facts in their possession sus- 
taining the aforesaid charges. 

Having been applied to by members of the Rev. Mr. Fair- 
child's church in Exeter, to communicate these facts, the dea- 
cons of Phillips Church properly dechned to do so, except ia 
the presence of Rev. Mr. Faircliild. Accordingly, the under- 
signed were requested by him, with the concurrence of the dea- 
cons at South Boston, to hear these facts with him, and with two 
brethren of his church in Exeter. 

The deacons of the Phillips Church then stated that they did 
not know the origin of the circular, and that there were asser- 
tions in it which they believed to be utterly false. They dis- 
avowed any intention or wish to injure the reputation of Mr. 
Fairchild, and stated that though impressions had been made 
upon them by what had come to their knowledge derogatory to 
his character, they had been cautious and reserved, (and as 
some might think to a fault,) in not making a public disclosure 
of them, or of the circumstances from which they were derived. 
But now, as they had been referred to in the circular, and had 
been appealed to by membei-s of the church in Exeter, they 
were willing, if requested by Mr. Fairchild, to state all the 
facts within their knowledge which had served to excite against 
him suspicions of conduct or intentions inconsistent with the 
Christian character. 

The deacons of Phillips Church, at the request of Mr. Fair- 
child^ then made a statement, accompanied with the testimony 
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of Other individuals, members of said church. A correspond- 
ence of great length, growing out of the facts in question, wa3 
also read. 

After a protracted and laborious investigation of all the par- 
ticulars touching this subject, the undersigned are constrained 
to say that the circumstances brought to view as tending to ex- 
cite suspicion against the Rev. Mr. Fairchild, do not impair our 
confidence in his mond or Christian character. In this remark, 
we include also alleged misconduct on his part while pastor of 
a church in East Harttbrd, Connecticut ; and we are happy to 
state that after a severe and tliorough scrutiny, nothing has ap- 
peared in any part of his life which jirevents us from according 
to him our full confidence as a minister of Christ. 

We are happy, tlierefore, to assure the church in Kxeter, 
under the care of Rev. Mr. Fairchild, that so far as our knowl- 
edge extends, they may contiime to cherish an undiminished 
confidence in him. 

We indulge the hope that our judgment in the case, having 
been virtually though not formally invited by those who have 
submitted the testimony, will have weight with them, and that 
the Rev. Mr. Fairchild will be able to })ursue the work of the 
ministry with his former faithfulness and success. 

II. Wins LOW, 
N. Adams, 
W. A. Stearns, 
Tno. M. Vinson, 
Natii'l Dana, 
Daniel No yes. 
Boston, May 15th, 1844. 

A true copy — Attest, W. A. Steakns, Scribe. 

This result was to the deacons a most afllictivc dis- 
pensation of Providence. Perhaps no calamity had 
ever befallen them during their preceding life, to which 
they submitted with so ill a grace. But they seem to 
have recovered very soon from their shock, and to have 
entered on their enterprise again in another direction, 
with new life and zeal. Just one month to a day after 
the residt of the referees was signed and delivered, I 
received at Exeter a letter from R(iv. N. Adams, inform- 
ing me that certain papers had been put into his hands 
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accusing ine of improper connection with a female who 
had been my servant-maid some two or three years be- 
fore. The papers, as it afterwards appeared, were pro- 
cured at the instance of Deacon Drake, and carried by 
him to Rev. Mr. Aiken, then pastor of Park Street 
Church, and by Mr. Aiken to Mr. Adams. The letter 
giving me this information, came into my hands on 
►Saturday the fifteenth of June, 1844. I took the first 
train of cars on Monday morning, Mrs. Fairchild ac- 
companying mc, and arrived at the house of Mr. Adams 
about nine o'clock. I was in due time admitted into 
his library, where I found all save one of the referees 
who had just sat on my case. Rev. Mr. Stearns, then 
of Cambridgeport, but now president of Amherst Col- 
lege, was absent on a journey. But before my arrival, 
as was afterwards testified by Col. Vinson, Dr. Adams 
called on the colonel at his place of business to take 
him in his chaise to his library to meet the other 
referees, and while on the way thither he remarked to 
the colonel, " In the other case the matter was very clear. 
But in this case, I do not see one chance in a hundred 
for Brother Fairchild's escape." This he said before he 
had seen me or heard of my arrival. When I entered 
his house, as I have been told, he expressed great sur- 
prise. He doubtless expected that I should be so 
frightened on the receipt of his letter, that instead of 
turning my face towards Boston, I should turn it in an 
opposite direction. I will, however, do him the justice 
to say that he remarked to one of the referees, that ray 
voluntary appearance at his house that morning brought 
great relief to his mind. But it w^ould seem that his 
relief lasted only till the next day. 

The papers containing the charges against me were 
read by Dr. Adams. I will here relate what then took 
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place by quoting from the testimony of Col. Vinson on 
the stand in court. " Mr. Fairchild was asked by Mr. 
Adams if he wrote the letter just read? He replied 
that he did, and called for the reading of his first letter 
to her. Mr. Adams replied that it had been destroyed. 
Mr. Fairchild expressed great regret at its destruction, 
and said that letter would explain why he had written 
this, and that it was a conspiracy to destroy him. Dr. 
Adams then said it was strange that lie did not upbraid 
her and her associates for their conspiracy. Mr. Fair- 
child replied tliat he charged it home upon them as hard 
as he could, and if that letter was produced it would 
show it Dr. Adams questioned him very closely as to 
what connection of any sort or kind he had ever had 
w^ith her which could have led her to make such a charge 
against him. Mr. Fairchild denied, in the most un- 
equivocal manner, that he had ever had any carnal 
knowledge of her. He said that her charges were a 
tissue of falsehoods from beginning to end, and that he 
never touched the girl." This is the principal part of 
the colonel's testimony in relation to this point. And 
it agrees essentially with his testimony as noted down 
at the time by Mr. Clifford, my senior counsel. 

The referees remained a short time together for con- 
sultation; and their advice on the whole was that I 
should get those persons indicted as conspirators. Ac- 
cordingly, I called in the afternoon on Bradford Sumner, 
Esq., who was at that time almost the only counsellor 
at the Suffolk bar with whom I had any acquaintance. 
I stated the case to him, and asked his advice. After 
making many inquiries, and examining and cross-ex- 
amining me very critically and thoroughly, he saw, or 
thought he saw, a deep laid plot to accomplish my ruin. 
He said that I must proceed with caution ; for he weU 
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knew what an unscrupulous set I had to deal with. He 
said tliat if I got them indicted, tliey would also get me 
indicted; and I understood him to say that the fact of 
their being indicted first would not make it sure that 
they would be tried first. He further said that if my 
enemies could by any means convict me of perjury they 
would do it, for the purpose of inflicting on me all the 
pains and penalties of perjury, and thus accomplish my 
ruin. Not being willing to run such a risk, I returned 
to report to Mr. Adams. He was not satisfied with this 
advice, and expressed a wish that I could consult Mr, 
Ciioate. I did not, however, call on any other lawyer, 
but concluded to return to Exeter in the cars next 
morning. I spent the night with Mr. Adams. During 
the evening he went over to South Boston to ascertain 
what was going on there. He called on Deacon Drake 
and learnt that preparation was being made to get me 
indicted. He returned and reported accordingly; and 
though he had obtained the deacon's promise that 
nothing further should be done at present, yet my con- 
fidence in his promises was gone, and I was so ignorant 
of the forms of law in such matters as not to know but 
that any city officer of the police had authority to arrest 
me at the bare request of Deacon Drake, on the repre- 
sentation made by him that I was about to leave the 
State. I was therefore apprehensive that I might be 
arrested in the morning before I could reach the depot. 
I retired at ten o'clock, but not to sleep; having pre- 
viously made arrangements with Mr. Adams to leave his 
house at half-past six o'clock in the morning, not expect- 
ing to see him again. Soon after daylight I arose, and 
went for a carriage to convey Mrs. Fairchild and myself 
to the depot. The carriage was to be there precisely at 
half-past six o'clock ; the time had nearly arrived, and T 
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was frequently going to the front door or window to look 
out for the carriage at the head of the court, as it could 
not enter the court on account of obstructions occasioned 
by building materials lying scattered around. The ex- 
cited state of mind in which I then was, the reader can 
better imagine than I describe. At this moment Mr. 
Adams came down from his chamber. This circum- 
stance I well recollect ; but I have no distinct recollection 
of any thing which took place after he entered the room 
-where I was. Mrs. Fairchild and Dr. Adams are the 
only witnesses of what then transpired. He says that 
he took me into the back parlor, and there put to me a 
certain question, and that I gave him no answer. He 
further says that if I had answered the question to his 
satisfaction, he would have stood by me to the death, if 
all others had forsook me ; but as I was silent, the im- 
pression of my guilt was fastened on his mind, which 
he has never been able to get rid of. I had answered 
the question the day before in the presence of the 
referees, in the most unequivocal manner, as was proved 
by Colonel Vinson, whose testimony I have just related. 
In reply to all this, Mr. Adams says that I was not ex- 
cited, — that when he came down from his chamber I 
-was calmly reading a newspaper ! To this statement 
Mrs. Fairchild gives an unqualified denial. I leave the 
reader to judge between them. Here is the starting point 
of Mr. Adarn^s opposition to me ; and I beg every reader to 
bear this fact distinctly in mind^ as it will enable him to ac- 
count for certain transactions soon to be narrated^ whirJi 
otherwise will be wholly inexplicable. 

I will now quote a paragraph from my pamphlet 
" Iniquity Unfolded." " In this state of mind I returned 
to Exeter, hardly knowing where I was, or where I had 
been. When I look back to that period there seems a 



24 REi\L\RKABLE INCIDEin'S IN THE 

mist of confusion and indistinctness about it which I 
cannot explain, except on the ground that my mind was 
then in an incipient state of derangement which soon 
became complete, to the utter dethronement of my rea- 
son. Scarcely knowing what I did, (for I considered 
myself a ruined man,) I called my chiuch together, made 
a brief, statement of my case, asserted my innocence, 
resigned my office; and before morning became a raving 
maniac! Early on the second morning I made the 
attempt on my life, which was described by Dr. Perry 
before the council. The loss of blood soon restored my 
reason ; and I verily believed that my days and troubles 
were ended, — that my enemies had accomplished all 
they could do, and would of course be satisfied, though 
I fervently prayed then^ and do now^ that God would 
forgive them their wrongs to a man who had never de- 
signedly injured them, or thrown a straw in their way. 
After my recovery, I was told that my derangement 
broke out in all its fury sometime after midnight, and 
that when the doctor and other gentlemen came in I 
was afraid of them till assured that they were my 
friends, and that I then embraced them with much 
affection, and inquired with great agitation and terror 
whether Vinton and Drake were there ; entreating that 
if they were, I might be kept from them ; but not even 
then expressing the least enmity towards them, or any 
desire to injure them." 

During that very day on the morning of which I left 
the house of Mr. Adams, a clergyman from a neighbor- 
ing town called to see him, to whom he told the story. 
The clergyman said that he could not believe it, Mr. 
Adams replied that there was no doubt about it, and by 
way of confirmation added, — " I saw the picture of hell 
in his countenance," Soon after this, in a conversation 
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with Dr. Burgess of Dedham, and speaking confidently 
of my guilt, he said, — "When Mr. Fairchild left my 
door that morning, I followed him with my eye up the 
courts and I could not help saying to myself, — there 
goes hell." 

Soon after the sad occurrence at Exeter just men- 
tioned, which happened the twentieth day of June, the 
Suffolk South Association, of which I was then a mem- 
ber, held a special meeting, and appointed a committee 
to investigate this matter and report at a future meet- 
ing. This committee consisted of Rev, Messrs. Samuel 
H. Riddel, Edward Beecher, and Austin Phelps ; but as 
Mr. Phelps declined serving. Dr. Adams was appointed 
in his place. Mr. Riddel was chosen chairman. 

About two weeks after the above-named incident, so 
nearly fatal to my life, I received a letter from the chair- 
man, dated July 5th, summoning me to meet that com- 
mittee at a room in the Marlboro' Hotel, to confront my 
accusers. I will here quote the first paragraph : " Sir, 
the committee appointed by the Suffolk South Asso- 
ciation to investigate the charges made against you, 
have fixed upon Tuesday, July 9th, instant, at ten 
o'clock, A. M., as the time when they wiU give you an 
opportunity to meet your accusers face to face in the 
presence of the committee ; and to bring forward any 
testimony or other evidence which you may have to 
produce in your own vindication against said charges." 
When this letter was received I was still very feeble. 
What testimony or evidence the chairman thought I 
could produce in so short a time is utterly beyond my 
power to conceive. But, feeble as I then was, I at first 
agreed to obey the summons. But my persecutors at 
South Boston, probably aware that I might come, had 
succeeded a few days before^as I was credibly informed, 

3 
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in obtaining an indictment against me, doubtless for the 
purpose of seizing me on my arrival in Boston. This, 
among other reasons, determined me to submit my case 
to an ecclesiastical council as soon as I could make the 
necessary preparation, to be convened at Exeter. 

It was well that I did not go to meet the committee 
on the 10th of July, for, as it afterwards appeared, my 
case was at that very time before the grand-jury, and 
Messrs. Adams and Beech er, two of the committee, had 
been to testify against me. And one of the police officers, 
who was at the time frequently passing in and out of 
the jury room, told me, years afterwards, that the grand- 
jury were disposed at first to look kindly on my case, : — 
that they did not seem to give much credit to the testi- 
mony of my principal accuser, and that if Messrs. Adams 
and Beecher had not testified against me, he did not 
believe that I should have been indicted. He said he 
saw them walking up and down the hall arm in arm, 
and he overheard one say to the other, " we will fix Fair- 
child." Whether this gentleman misstated the case to me 
or not, certain I am that one or both of them were there 
to testify. And all the circumstances connected with 
that affair go to show that if they had not been there, 
no indictment would have been found. And they had 
directed their chairman to summon me to a room in 
Marlboro' Hotel, professedly to meet my accusers face to 
face, when they well knew that the real object was to 
give the officer an opportunity to arrest me. For what 
other purpose could they have wished me to meet my 
accusers at such a time and place? Were they a suit- 
able body to try me, with their minds made up, and 
regarding me as "hell," — yea, as "hcU incarnate?" 
Besides, what right, civil or ecclesiastical, had that com- 
mittee to summon me to meet my accusers face to face 
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lefore them, that they might examine the evidence and 
investigate the charges ? They knew they had no such 
authority. It was to entrap me ; but they did not suc- 
ceed. They did not have the pleasure of seeing me led 
by a sheriff through the streets of Boston as a felon. 
This is not the first instance in which " God hath dis- 
appointed the devices of the crafty, so that they could 
not perform their enterprise." 

Moreover, at the very time when the grand-jury were 
in session with my case before them, Messrs. Adama 
and Riddel came to see me at Exeter, and immediately 
requested Mrs. Fairchild to leave the room, as they 
wished to converse with me alone. They did so, and 
tried in every possible way to worm out of me a con- 
fession ; Mr. Adams virtually put me under oath for this 
purpose. But I had nothing to confess, and so they 
returned as wise as they went, only Dr. Adams stated 
afterwards that while I persisted in denying the charges, 
the denial was made in such a tone of voice as was 
quite painful to him, and impressed him very unfavora- 
bly. On their return. Dr. Adams went to the grand- 
jury room ; and Colonel Vinson happened to see him as 
he was going in, and, knowing that he had been to see 
me at Exeter, he asked him, " What does Mr. Fairchild 
say now ? " He replied, " He says he is not guilty." 
He then went in to testify to his impressions ; and a 
majority of the jurymen voted to indict me. 

When the committee ascertained that I was deter- 
mined to have a council, their chairman wrote me a 
note, only three weeks from the time of my derange- 
raient, stating that " the Association will not come to 
their result in the case until after the meeting of the 
council, if that council is held soon. If it could be con- 
vened as soon as Wednesday next week, it would be 
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desirable. The more promptly you meet the case the 
better." " The Association will not come to their 
result," says this sapient chairman ! Pray what result 
had they to come to ? They had nothing more to do 
with me in the way of discipline than a committee of 
the Suffolk bar would have to try a man for murder 
without judge or jury. And it was their attempt to 
assume power not belonging to them which has occa- 
sioned so much trouble. But I well knew that they had 
an irresponsible power which was tremendous, and that 
any member of the association who should refuse to do 
their bidding, was a doomed man. I concluded from 
Mr. Riddel's letter that there was a determination on the 
part of the committee to cause my expulsion from the 
Association, "if the council was not held soon.^^ And 
to have the fact come before the council that I had been 
expelled, I knew must operate greatly to my disadvan- 
tage ; and therefore I consented to assemble them sev- 
eral weeks before it was possible for me, in my feeble 
state, to be properly prepared. Though I had then re- 
signed my office, and was not preaching or doing any 
injury to the church, or the ministry, or anybody else, 
still the council must be called soon, or the Association, 
in their usurped authority, would result in my expulsion 
from their body without further ceremony. 
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CHAPTER III. 

Weli^ a council was called to meet at Exeter, 
on Wednesday, July 24th, 1844. Seventeen churches, 
by their pastors and delegates, were invited. They 
met and organized by the choice of Rev. Dr. Dana 
as moderator, and Rev. Dr. Dimmick as scribe. Pre- 
vious to the issuing of the letters-missive, the Suffolk 
South Association, by the advice of their committee, 
sent a letter to the church in Exeter, requesting that in 
the letter calling the council, their committee might be 
recognized. The Association tell the church in their 
letter that they are ready to send their " committee to 
communicate to said council the result of their investi- 
gations in Mr. Fairchild's case, and furnish such evidence 
as they have obtained, and bring such witnesses as they 
might think necessary." When this letter was put into 
my hands by the committee of my church, I thought it 
contained a singular request. I supposed that any one 
and every one who knew any thing against my moral 
character, touching the case to come before that council, 
would have full liberty to come, and to bring as many 
witnesses as they could find, without sending a note 
requesting to be invited by the First Church in Exeter. 
However, as a matter of courtesy, I permitted the invi- 
tation to be given, (for without my permission it could 
not have been done, as I was one of the parties con- 
cerned). So they were recognized in the letter-missive 
to which I appended my name. But I supposed when 
I signed that letter that those gentlemen were my warm 
firiends. I had no suspicion that they were plotting and 

8* 
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planning my ruin. Alas! how true is the following 
declaration of the prophet : " Take ye heed every one of 
his neighbor, and trust ye not m any brother ; for every 
brother will utterly supplant, and every neighbor will 
walk with slanderers." Mrs. Fairchild too, was fre- 
quently in Boston about that time looking up evidence ; 
and she always called on those gentlemen to report pro- 
gress and get advice. I never dreamed that they had 
been before the grand-jury, and had caused me to be 
indicted, and that they wanted to get hitched on to the 
coimcil that they might be in a better position to pro- 
cure my conviction. Mr. Riddel had called on me but 
a short time before the council met, and appeared very 
kind and cordial. I showed him my principal evidence, 
and expressed to him my strong confidence that my 
evidence was such as to lead the council to acquit me. 
The thought that he was all this time watching for my 
halting, never entered my mind. I told him who were 
invited to sit on the council. He expressed his surprise 
that I had not named Dr. Burgess ; for, said he, " the 
doctor is very friendly to you." This remark determined 
me to add his name to the letter-missive. But, behold ! 
his object in giving this advice was to change the views 
of Dr. Burgess. He knew that the doctor was strongly 
opposed to their doings, and was not ready to condemn 
me without a hearing. And Mr. Riddel doubtless 
thought that if Dr. Burgess could only hear the girl's 
story she would convince him as easily as she had the 
committee of the Association. In this advice he did 
me great service, " though he meant not so, neither did 
his heart think so," 

But soon after the council opened, I ascertained what 
had brought them there. The question was asked by 
one of the council, in what capacity the committee of 
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the Association appeared before them? Mr. Riddel 
answered that " Rlr. Adams was to open the case, — 
that he himself was to examine the witnesses, — and 
Dr. Beecher was to sum up the evidence, and bring it 
before the council in its proper connection, to enable 
them now to act." Dr. Beecher said that " he had come 
there to get at the truth, let it cut where and whom it 
might;" and, in effect, told the council that unless they 
put me down, I should be a mill-stone about their necks. 
He gave them distinctly to understand that an indict- 
ment had been found against me in Boston. All this 
and more was said and done before a single witness 
was examined. The committee had already tried and 
condemned me. They only wanted the council to do 
what they as a committee could not do, namely, to carry 
into execution their own judgment, by publicly deposing 
rae from the ministry. If any of my readers sliould 
deem me uncharitable in these remarks, will they not be 
kind enough to withhold their censure till they have 
finished my book ? 

But tlie best commentary on the doings of this com- 
mittee which I have ever seen, is contained in a review 
of the result of the Exeter council, written by one of our 
most respectable clergymen, who was present to see and 
hear and judge for himself, and to whom I shall ever 
feel and acknowledge my great indebtedness for his able 
defence of an injured brother, though, at that time, we 
were entire strangers to each other. The review was 
signed Justus ; but I soon ascertained that it was writ- 
ten by the Rev. Nathan Munroe, then pastor of the 
church in West Bradford. It had a powerful effect on 
the public mind, opening the eyes of multitudes to the 
great injustice which had been done. Not that there 
was any studied and designed injustice on the part of 
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a majority of that council; certainly not till after they 
had published their result. But a wrong may be done 
unintentionally, and very conscientiously too, quite as 
injurious as if done designedly and wilfully. Rev. Dr. 
Diinmick, scribe of the council, who voted against me 
at Exeter, doubtless felt that something must be done 
to wipe oil' the reproach wliich Mr. Munroe's review 
justly cast upon the majority of that council for the 
solemn farce which they had there enacted. I think that 
very few ever read Dr. Dimmick's review without 
plainly perceiving that his great object was to defend 
the council, lest their dignity should suffer, and their 
influence diminish by the revelation of the fact that they 
were not infallible, but erring men. He seemed to pre- 
fer that the decision of the council should remain unim- 
peached, rather than open his eyes to the new evidence 
which soon came to light, and which all could see, ex- 
cept those who had committed themselves against me 
on one-sided testimony. I am well aware of the un- 
boimded influence which the committee of the Associa- 
tion had over Dr. Dimmick. Had I been in his position, 
and having the same contidtMice in Dr. Adams which he 
then had, and which I had before 1 witnessed his con- 
duct in the presence of the Exeter council, I might have 
been led, very innocently, into the same mistake as was 
Dr. Dimmick. I wish I had room enough in my book 
to insert each of these reviews entire, that every reader 
might judge for himself of their comparative merits. 
But as this cannot be done, I will here take a single 
extract from that of Dr. Dimmick, and possibly before I 
close I may have occasion to quote from it again. Mr. 
Munroe had spoken in his review of the new light which 
was beginning to dawn on the subject, and which might 
put a new face upon things more favorable to me. To 
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this Dr. Dimmick replies tlms : " It is unfortunate for 
the reviewer that the further light which begins to shine 
up in regard to this matter, shines darkness upon his 
cause." What was light to Mr. Munroe was pitch- 
darkness to Dr. Dimmick. And even since my trial 
before the council at Exeter, and honorable acquittal in 
court, I am not aware that Mr, Dimmick has yet seen 
any thing but darkness. If he has obtained any new 
light on the subject, he has not made that fact known 
to me. 

I just now referred to Mr. Munroe's commentary on 
the doings of the committee of the Association before 
the coimcil at Exeter. I wiU here quote it. He says : — 

It is a circumstance worthy of note in the case before us, 
that a comniittee from a minist<*.rial association should have been 
allowed so much influence in the trial, and, we may say, to do 
so much of the work that properly belonged to the council. 
AVhether or not they were commissioned to do this by the body 
from which they came, they in reality acted the part of prosecur 
tors. They cross-examined Mr. Fairchild's witnesses, and to a 
considerable extent, controlled the action of the council. They 
precluded the accused, by their objections, from the a«^sistance 
of a lawyer in the examination of witnesses, who was to be in- 
troduced not as a lawyer, but as a counsellor, and one acquainted 
with evidence, — and this was done when it was Jis clear as day 
that Mr. Fairchild was without the common preparation for de- 
fence, while the committee had all their charges and evidence 
arranged in the most careful manner. 

The disadvantage which Mr. Fkirchild suffered from want 
of aid from some one accustomed to examine witnesses, was 
very apparent, and made a deep impression on some of the 
spectators. A gentleman of the bar who was present, is said to 
have expressed his deep regret at s^ing the principal witness 
retire without a more rigorous cross-examination. He deemed 
such an examination essential to a knowledge of the facts in the 
case. 

Now there is no reason to complain of the committee for 
being present, or for presenting any charges which they might 
deem proper to prefer against the accused. They were there 
by invitation of Mr. Fairchild and the church in Exeter. But 



34 REMARKABLE INCIDENTS IN THE 

to llie part they acted, we think there were objections. They 
seem to us to liave erred in acting as prosecutors^ in crcss-tx* 
ami ill n (J Mr. Fairchild's ivitfiesses, and in attempting to give 
direction to the proceedings of Ute counciL They seem to have 
felt themselves (empowered to do this by the authority of their 
association, to which Mr. Fairchild belonged. But what is a 
ministerial association, or what power has it to act, before, or in 
connection with an ecclesiastical council which does not belong to 
any and every individual member of the church or the commu- 
nity ? We were sur])rised at the view which the committee 
appeared to have taken of their power and right to act in the 
cjise. One of them remarked, that "as a member of the Suffolk 
Association," he should state the truth, let it cut where it wouldl / 
lie was bound to state the truth, but not because he was %- 
" member of the association." Let it be understood, that we do 
not lind fault with the committee for presenting any charges or 
evidence which they might see lit to present. They had a right 
to do this if admitted by the council, but no other right than be- 
longed to any one who had evidence in his possession again§t 
Mr. Fairchild. The association had a right to deal with Mr. 
Fairchild as a member of their own body, and to exclude him 
from it ; but they had no power, as an association^ to do any 
thing more. The appearance of the committee was, we think, 
evidence to those j)resent that they were convinced of Mr. Fair- 
chilil's guilt; still it should be remembered, that their judgment 
must have been made up in the absence of important evidence. 
They knew nothing, it would seem, of the evidence from Edge- 
combe, before they went to Exeter. 

We certainly do not wish to do the committee any injustice 
in saying that they had prejudged the case ; we only say what 
has been told to us by their friends, and members of their asso- 
ciation. We may be wrong, but we think their judgment in the 
case, and the course they pursued before the council, liave done 
more than all the evidence that was adduced to place the ac- 
cused in his present position before the public 

Another thing deserving of notice is, that before the coundl 
assembled, and during its session, the idea was kept constantly 
before the community, aoi before the council, that a bill had 
already been found against the accused by the grand-jury of 
Suffolk, and that his case was immediately to come before the 
court in Boston. The subject was talked over in the council, 
and the committxie gave the council to understand, (informally 
it may be,) that the District Attorney was only, deferring action 
in the case till the decision of the council was had. 
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Now we hardly need ask what effect sucli an impression must 
have had on the minds and proceedings of the council ? It 
must have been greatly against Mr, Fairchild. Every effort to 
Tindicate his course, or make his innocence appear, must have 
been made by the council, if made at all, under the fear of 
being convicted by the court of attempting to screen a guilty 
man from the just consequences of his guilt. This influence, we 
think, could not be slight on the minds of the council. They 
wished to do justice, but they had a commendable dread of 
covering up iniquity. And they were fearful that they should be 
thought to do so. This last is not said to their reproach, but 
simply as what we doubt not was the fact. It was evident, we 
think, to all observers, that this impression operated greatly to 
Mr. Fairchild's disadvantage before the council. 

I will now go back a little, and inform the reader 
how, and by what influences, this girl was induced 
publicly to accuse me. She was then the unmarried 
mother of a child nearly two years old, as was well 
known by her friends in this city at the time. She had 
been excommunicated for her offence, from the Rev. 
William H. Shailer's church, in Brookline. The deacons 
of South Boston, as I have already stated, were greatly 
vexed and mortified at the decision of the referees. 
They could not well brook the shame and disgrace 
which justly fell upon them in consequence of the 
watching enterprise in which they had been engaged, 
especially as it harmed nobody but themselves. Since 
that attempt to injure me had proved such a signal 
failure, the deacons, as was very natural, were quite 
ready to listen to any new accusation, hoping that they 
should be more successful the next time. It so happened 
that Deacon Vinton very unexpectedly heard that a 
female, who once lived in my family, had become the 
mother of an illegitimate child. He was iaformed 
that she had never mentioned the father's name, but 
had intimated that he was a clergyman. This infor- 
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mation he speedily communicated to Deacon Drake. 
The deacon determined at once to ferret out the story. 
He soon ascertained who the girl was, and that she 
had formerly lived in the families of two clergymen, — 
first in the family of Rev. William H. Shailer, a Bap- 
tist clergyman at Brookline, and afterwards in my 
family. From this point I have the means of tracking 
the deacon's course by dates. On the 22d day of May, 
1844, he went out to Brookline, and had an interview 
with Mr. Shailer, and learnt from him sufficient to 
confirm the story told him by Deacon Vinton. On 
inquiry, he ascertained that Mr. Shailer had suspicions 
in his mind resting on some one, but not on me. The 
deacon, however, soon gave him to understand that 
rumor had fixed the paternity on a clergyman in whose 
family she once resided, and as she had lived only in 
his family and mine, one or the other of us must meet 
the odium. The deacon then told him that suspicions 
rested on me, and gave his reasons. He plainly inti- 
mated to Mr. Shailer, that unless the disgrace were 
fastened on me, he would have to bear it himself. After 
some further conversation the deacon left, but returned 
again on the 29th of May, and had a second interview 
with Mr. Shailer. On the 4th of June, the deacon 
made his third call, and requested Mr. Shailer to go to 
Taunton, where the girl was then residing, to see if 
she would make any disclosure. Mr. Shailer stated 
to the council, that as rumor had involved him in 
the matter, he thought it due to himself to get her to 
reveal the whole affair. Mr. Shailer went to Taunton 
for this purpose on the fifth of June, — had a private 
interview with the girl, — asked her to disclose the 
matter to him, — told her that the facts ought to come 
out, and that the cause of religion demanded it. He 
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told her further, that "people HUspected Mr. Ftiirchild, 
and they will take him up on suspicion, and you will 
have to go to the Police Court, and swear to it ; and 
therefore it will be better for you to disclose it at onc^e." 
But she said that she had done all she expect (»d to 
do, — that she had taken an oath to say nothing on 
the subject, which oath she regarded as sacred. Mr. 
Shailer says he then asked her " if she would clear xMr. 
Fairchild?" She replied, "I will not clear any one." 
He then began to talk to her about the money she was 
to receive, and told her that there were individuals 
who would make up the amount to her. This argu- 
ment had weight. She at once concluded to go with 
him to Boston, and then with him to his own house in 
Brookline, there to spend the night, to make her dis- 
closures, and go back the next morning to the public- 
house in Taunton, where she was then living. Mr. 
Robbins, who then kept the public-house, says that 
within a day or two after her return, Mrs. Shailer 
called to see her, — took her into a private room, — read 
a paper to her drawn up by her husband, containing 
grave charges against me ; and having prevailed on h(»r 
to sign it, called in Mrs. Robbins to witness the signa- 
ture. The girl was made to believe that she had now 
done all that she would ever be required to do, and 
that the threatened danger of being summoned into 
the Police Court to swear to it, was now gone forever, 
as she had disclosed what she was made *to believe 
would save her from that painful necessity. After 
having signed that paper, she doubtless did not think 
it possible that there would ever be a grand-jtuy for her 
to face, or a council to meet, or a court to enter, in all 
of which to testify under oath that her lies were true. 
I will not undertake to decidt^ which is the most guilty 

4 
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party here, — the girl or her advisers. This is a question 
of casuistry which I much prefer leaving to the judg- 
ment of my readers. 

Mr. Robbins, having been informed by his wife what 
had taken place, sought an interview with the girl, and 
expressed his astonishment at what she had been doing. 
I will here quote a portion of his testimony before the 
court : " I told her I did not see how, at so late a day, 
she should destroy herself before the public, for the sake 
of injuring IVIr. PVirchild. I said to her, if IVIr. Fair- 
child has done this thing, has he not done every thing 
in the way of compensation, like a man ? She said, 
yes. I then said, how are you willing to throw your- 
self away ? you might make something out of it your- 
self without injuring him. Said she, they give me as 
much ag-ain as Mr. Fairchild. Said I, who in the 
deuce are they? Said she, Mr. ShaiJer, and the dea- 
cons at South Boston. I said to her, they will make a 
fool of you, and never give you one cent. Said she, 
tliey secured it to me when I went to Boston with 
Mrs. Shfiiler, provided I secured the conviction of IVIr. 
Fairchild." 

The girl at that time doubtless supposed that the 
paj)er which she signed w^ould secure my conviction, 
and thot thenceforth she would have nothing more to 
do with the matter, but simply to receive the fifty dol- 
lars a year for ten years, which had been secured to her. 
That was the stipulated sum which was made sure to 
her by their written obligation, a true copy of which I 
have now before me, and which 1 will shortly present to 
the inspection of my readers. Whether she has punc- 
tually received her annual instalment of fifty dollars, I 
have no means of knowing. It is enough for me to 
know that the deacons kindly relieved me from all fur- 
ther obligation to pay hush-money. 
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Though I consider Mr. Shailer deserving of censure 
for the piirt he acted in this affair, yet there is something 
to be said in extenuation of his oifence. I am jx^rfectly 
wiliing to assume, — I do assume it, — that he is wliolly 
innocent of any sinful connection with that girl, and 
that, in order to accomplish the very commendable wish 
of removing every ground of suspicion from himself, he 
UTis so firightened by Deacon Drake's statement tliat 
rumor had involved him in the matter, that he went fur- 
ther than was proper for a good clergyman and an inno- 
cent man to go. And I doubt not but that he is now 
satisfied that he has not acted towards me as it became 
one minister to act towards another in a reverse of cir- 
cumstances. He is doubtless now sensible that in order 
to protect himself from undeserved reproach, he took too 
much pains to involve me in trouble and disgrace. But 
as Deacon Drake was to him an entire stranger at that 
time, — not knowing but that his representations might 
be depended on, or how full of enmity he was to me, 
and had been for years, and how ready to compass sea 
and land to effect my ruin, — not knowing these things, 
I say, I do think that at times, he has been judged 
uncharitably. All that I accuse him of is hasty indiscre- 
Hon, But he will never do the like again. There is no 
more danger of it than there is of my paying hush- 
money again. He has been chastised as much, — per- 
haps more than he deserved. I know something of the 
rebukes which he has received from his own ministering 
brethren. I have not forgotten that Rhoda once told a 
female friend of hers, as was testified to in court, Ihat 
when she inquired of her about the father of the child, 
she said the initials of his name she would find on her 
pincushion, and that she read tht^reon W. H. S. Now 
I say it, and I do truly believe it, that his anxiety to 
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screen himself under the circumstances, or the fact of 
his initials being on that pincushion, ought not to 
involve him in the least suspicion of moral guilt. 
With the kindest feelings I now take my leave of Mr. 
Shailer. 

1 will now return to the council at Exeter. In de- 
fending myself before that body, I proposed, first of all, 
to introduce some evidence to show that there was a 
combination or conspiracy on the part of my personal 
enemies in South Boston to destroy my reputation, 
and drive me from tlie pulpit. But tlie deacons antici- 
pating that such would be iny d(»fence, in part at least, 
sent on a remonstrance, protesting against any such 
procedure, should it be attempted, as they were not 
pres(mt to defend themselves. The council heeded their 
remonstrance, and immediately arrested me in that part 
of my defence. 

This remonstrance was presented and read by Rev. 
William W. Patton, my successor as pastor of the 
Phillips Church. The first part of it I will here 
quote : — 

Whereas we have rejison to believe that Mr. Fairchild, in 
coiulu(!ting his defbncc, may attempt to bring charges or cast 
imf)utation.s upon us, deacons of Phillips Church, of which he 
was formerly pastor, this is to protest against your hearing any 
such charges or imputations, because we think it irrelevant to 
tlie ca-jc in hearing, which we understand to relate to charges 
brought by Klioda J^avidson, with which we do not consider 
ourselves connected, not having ever conversed with her or the 
other principal witnesses on the subject. 

This is signed by their own proper names, Josiah 
Vinton and Jeremy Drake. 

I had received intimations, before the council ad- 
journed, that my enemies had bribed the girl to bear 
witness against me ; and it was evidence relating to this 
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point which I wished to introduce before the council on 
the morning of the day when they met to make up their 
result. True, the case was then closed, so far as hear- 
ing testimony was concerned ; but as that evidence had 
just arrived from South Boston, and being of so much 
consequence, I was hoping that it might be admitted. I 
^'ell knew that, according to forms of law in courts of jus- 
tice, such evidence at that late hour was inadmissible ; but 
as they had, during the whole trial, paid so little regard 
to legal rules prescribed for the guidance of civil courts, 
I did not think that they would then for the first time 
undertake to set up those rules as their guide. But a 
majority of the council, I was told, argued that the evi- 
dence did not amount to much, and that it was not best 
to receive it ; and so it was excluded. After their re- 
sult was published, other evidence of bribery came to 
light; and, finally, on the last Monday of November, 
1844, Deacon Vinton called at the counting-room of Mr. 
Ebenezer Hayward, a member of the same church with 
himself, and proposed to him a certain question which he 
deemed very important, and which Mr. Hayward very 
readily answered. And now, says Mr. Hayward, " as I 
have answered you candidly, I want to ask you one 
question, which I wish you to answer as candidly. 
Will you ? " "I will," was the deacon's prompt reply. 
" Well then," says Mr. Hayward, " I want to ask you 
if you ever signed a paper agreeing to pay Rhoda 
Davidson a certain sum of money upon the final con- 
viction of Mr. Fairchild ? " At this question the deacon 
was evidently a good deal embarrassed. Mr. Hay^^^ard 
perceiving it, immediately put the question in another 
fornrL He says, " I do not ask you, deacon, whether 
yon are on such a paper now ; but did you e.ver sign 
80ch a paper ? " "I did, sir," was the deacon's emphatic 

r 
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reply. The question was then asked him, "did Deacon 
Drake sign such a paper?" The deacon replied, 
" Deacon Drake must answer that question himself; I 
speak only for myself." And then he immediately 
added, " but nund you, we did not agree to pay her 
the money, unless she adhered to her first statement." 
All this the deacon said in the presence of three wiir 
nesses. 

But this is not all. A kind Providence has put me in 
possession of a true copy of the very obligation w^hich 
the deacon says he signed ; and here it is. 

Boston, June 7, 1844. 
We, whose names are liereunto subscribed, do covenant and 
agree to pay annually in the niontli of October, the first payment 
to be made next October, for the term of ten years, from the 

date liereof, to , in trust for tiie maintenance of a 

child, born in September, 1842, of Miss Khoda Davidson, for- 
merly of NewctistlCj Maine, the sums set against our names 
respectively, provided, nevertheless, that when the sum of five 
hundred dollars shall have been paid, that the payments shall 
C(»ase, and provided also, that if the father of said cliild shall be 
asceilained, and an equal amount obtained from him, that this 
obligation shall be void. 

Now this is only a confirmation of the girl's state- 
ment to Mr. Robbins, that she was hired by a promise 
of five hundred dollars to accuse me. This bribe led her 
to violate her oath to me, which she told Mr, Shailer she 
regarded as sacred, and which was morally as binding 
on her conscience as any other oath, and also to testify 
falsely before the grand-jury, and afterwards before the 
council at Exeter, and at last in the Municipal Court in 
Boston, She was induced to do all this by five hundred 
dollars promised and secured to her, as she said to Mr. 
Robbins, and which she assured him was twice as nmch 
as she should otherwise have received. And yet the 
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deacons tell the council that thoy did not consider them- 
selves as having any connection with the charges 
brought against me I And this they said in a solemn 
remonstrance over their own signatures, bearing date 
July 24, 1844, Avhen they well knew that they had 
signed an obligation dated the 7th of June, six weeks 
before, agreeing to pay fifty dollars a year for ten years ! 
which obligation expired last October. The girl, too, 
stated to the council, "they wanted me to reveal because 
it would throw light on the subject, and cause people 
not to think so hard of the deacons at South Boston, 
who were suspicious of Mr. Fairchild upon some other 
affairs." And Mr. Shailer, too, said to the council, 
"Deacon Drake intimated to me that Rhoda should 
sustain no loss upon her communicating the facts." 
The promise of fifty dollars a year for ten years to a 
poor girl, one would think was a pretty strong intbna- 
tion I And yet the deacons disclaim all connection with 
the charges brought against me on the ground that they 
had never conversed with the girl, or the other principal 
witnesses, on the subject. But does not the simplest 
child among us know that what a man does by his 
agent, he does by himself ? 



CHAPTER IV. 

I HAVE another instance of attempted bribery to men- 
tion, w^hich perhaps may as well be done here. A few 
days before the council met, three gentlemen called on 
a Mrs. Brown, then residing in Waltham, and attempted 
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to hire her to sign a certificate to my injury. This 
female came into my family at the time Rhoda left, and 
remained with us about one year. They doubtless sup- 
posed that money would be equally influential on her. 
But they utterly failed. When my trial took place in 
court, Mrs. Brown was brought upon the stand by my 
counsel, Judge Warren, to testify to this transaction ; 
but Mr. Parker objected, and Judge Washburn sustained 
him, on the ground that if what she was about to state 
had been said to her by any of the witnesses, it would 
be relevant ; but as such was not the fact, it could not 
be admitted. But I have her deposition, taken under 
oath, and as it aifords additional evidence of the wdcked 
attempts of my enemies to destroy me by bribery, I will 
hv.Tc give only the substance of it, to save time and 
space. She says that some time in the month of July, 
1841, three men came to her residence in Waltham. 
She did not know them ; but from her description of 
them, it was quite easy to guess their names ; and before 
my trial in Boston, she had been able to identify two of 
them, whose names she would have announced to the 
court, if the judge had admitted her testimony. She 
says that one of them gave her a paper, which he wished 
her to read and sign. She did read it. It was a state- 
ment that she had witnessed some impropriety between 
me and Rhoda. She says he asked her to sign her 
name to that paper. I will now quote literally from her 
affidavit. 

I told him that I could not in tnith. lie said I could. But I 
refused. He looked at the other men and said, '* I guess we can 
make notliinjr here ; " and then he said, " have not I^Ir. Fair- 
cljild\s friends been here, and oHered you money to say nothing 
about it ? " 1 told him i\nj had not ; and if \\\ry had, I would 
not lie for :Mr. Fairehild any sooner than for him. He then 
offered me one hundred doliars to sign said -paper. I refused. 



LIFE OP REV. J. H. FAIRCIIILD. 45 

And then, in a low voice, he said, "finally, I will give you two 
hundred dollai*3 if you will sign it. It is the mere scratch of a 
pen, and you cannot earn money so easy in any other way." I 
replied, " If I can't earn money easier, I cannot be any poorer 
than to die in an almshouse/' 



Their object undoubtedly was to induce her with this 
bribe to sign the certificate, and then have it presenttid 
to the council when convened at Exeter. But out of 
this snare the Lord delivered me ; for if they had suc- 
ceeded by their bribery in obtaining her signature, I 
know not how I could have met it before the council ; 
so that instead of being suspended, I should doubtless 
have been pronounced guilty, and deposed from the 
ministry ; a consummation so devoutly wished, and so 
anxiously labored for by the committee of the Suffolk 
South Association. 

The doings of the council were so fully and exten- 
sively published at the time of my trial, that it is need- 
less to go into a detailed account of those matters here. 
There are however a few things which I will mention 
in addition to what I have already said. I have spoken 
of the call from Mr. Riddel a few days before the coun- 
cil met, and of his apparent kindness and sympathy. I 
recollect I asked his advice about my employing a law- 
yer to manage my case. He wholly disapproved of it. 
He said that ecclesiastical councils were opposed to 
having lawyers before them, and that he believed it would 
have an unfavorable effect on the minds of the coun- 
cil, and prove injurious to me. He said that I could 
state my own case, and the more simply it was done the 
better, and that the council wanted nothing but the facts, 
and could make up their minds without any argument 
from legal counsel. And besides, said he, there is to be 
no lawyer employed by the other party. But when the 
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council met, and I saw the arrangements which the com* 
Hiitlee of the Association had made, — how that Dr. 
Aihims was to open the case, and Mr. Riddel was to 
examine the witness(»s, and Dr. Beecher to sum up the 
evidence, — my he^irt sunk within me. I was quite too 
feebl(» to he thcTc at all ; but when I discovered the de- 
sign of the committee, the reader can better imagine 
my feelings than I describe them. The Hon. James 
Bell, an able counsellor and a parishioner of mine, being 
present as a spectator, was invited at the suggestion of 
one of the council to come forward and assist in the 
examination of the principal witness. Mr. Riddel 
immediately arose and objected, saying that if I had 
counsel they must send to Boston and get one. Not 
wishing to delay the council, I waived the matter, and 
after that the committee had things pretty much in their 
own way. 

The committee of the Association and the members 
of the council [)ut up at the same house, on the op- 
posite side of the street from the lecture room where 
the council held their sessions ; and at the same public- 
hous(», and seated at the same public ta,ble with the 
committ(?e and the council, was the lying wanton who 
was there testifying against me under a bribe of fifty 
dollars a y(»ar for ten years, if she secured my convic- 
tion ! The committee had frequent interviews with the 
council, and were frequently seen privatcily conferring 
with some of the leading members. And one gentle- 
man told me that he overheard Dr. Beecher say to a 
very inlluential member, " you may as well depose Mr. 
Fairchild; for if you do not, some other council will 
soon be called for that purpose, as there are so many 
things coming out against him," — or words to that 
effect. He says he was on the point of stepping up to 
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him and saying, " Sir, it is well for you ihat this coun- 
cil is not a jury ; for if it were, I would have you put in 
jail for tampering w^ith them." To all intents and pur- 
poses they were a jury, and that some of them were 
tampered with, who can doubt ? 

Another thing very observable was the marked atten- 
tion which the chairman of the committee paid to 
Bhoda. I saw her with my own eyes entering the 
lecture room leaning on Mr, Riddel's arm, and the 
neighbors told me that they saw them cross the street 
from the hotel to the lecture room, and as one lady 
expressed it, " in the most lover-like manner, arm in 
arm." He could scarcely have treated her with more 
attention if she had been a lady of spotless purity and 
virtue. And yet what was she, according to her own 
showing, let me be what I might? Yes, when she was 
publicly proclaiming her own shame without a blush, 
he was gallanting her through the street to show the 
spectators and the members of the council where his 
sympathies were, and what he had come to Exeter for. 
Mr. Munroe, in another part of his review, says : — 

The committee, we know, appeared to have the greatest con- 
fidence in the girl's veracity, wliich may greatly have helped h^r 
in her appearance before the council. 8he would he strength- 
ened, on the supposition that the whole were a conspiracy, hy 
such confidence. She found herself upheld by men whom she 
knew to be capable of making a deep impression on the council 
and on the public She was caressed by Mr. and Mrs. Sliailer, 
and walked repeatedly arm in arm with Rev. 3Ir. Riddel, to and 
from the lecture room where the council held their session. 
Under such circumstances she could easily be bold and unflinch- 
ing. But how the council could give so much weight to her 
testimony, in view of all that appeared against it, much of which 
might be unknown to the committee when they formed their 
judgment, we do not understand. 

In view of the whole case, we, as an humble individual, and 
there are many who agree with us, think the council had but 
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one proper course left for it to take, and that was to adjourn and 
let the matter rest till there was iurther evidenee. 

And as though this were not enough to render my 
condemnation certain, just as the council had finished 
the examination of witnesses on Friday evening, and 
were in the very act of adjourning over till Monday 
morning at 10 o'clock to meet and make up their ver- 
dict, Mr. Adams came forward to testify — to what ? — 
to facts ? — to any confessions or concessions which I 
had made ? Not at all ; but to impressions. He came 
forward of his own accord, and presented himself to be 
sworn. And he was sworn. He came forw^ard, too, 
when all the testimony was said to be in on both sides. 
If he had any thing to testify to, he should have come 
forward with the witnesses on the other side. He took 
it upon himself to make a speech or argument against 
me vruler oaUi, as soon as my witnesses were all through. 
What an outrage upon all the rules of evidence ever 
known under any law, civil or ecclesiastical! Poorly 
prepared as I was for trial, still before he thus testified, 
my evidence had turned the current of feeling in my 
favor. This was noticed by all. It was noticed by Mr. 
Adams. And he meant to turn back that ciu-rent. And 
he succeeded, not by evidence; for he had none; but 
by his solemn manner in testifying to his impressions. 
When he had finished his speech, or argument, I saw 
that the work was done. I was then just as well con- 
vinced of my fate as I was after the result of council 
was made known to me. And my only surprise was 
that there were so many as six mcnnbers of the council 
who remained firm, and determined not to convict on 
impressions, but on evidence. I have never conversed 
with a single individual who witnessed that transaction, 
who did not say that that one act which was neither 



LIFE OF REV. J. H. FAIRCHILD. 49 

according to law nor gospel, did more to convict me 
than all the testimony of my accusers. 

The council then adjourned over till Monday morning, 
there being no argument on cither side except the one 
just made by Mr. Adams under oath. The next morn- 
ing, before leaving Exeter for Marblehead, where his fam- 
ily were then tarrying, Mr. Adams called on me. I said 
to him, " Brother Adams ! how could you have so mis- 
apprehended me as to testify as you did last night ? I 
was not aware of having made any such impressions on 
your mind. Why did you not come to me for an ex- 
planation?" He replied, "Well, I think I hurimj/self 
more last evening than I did ^ou. And I have come in 
this morning to tell you to take courage. They have 
now got to the bottom of the well ; and if they don't 
condemn you now you will stand higher than you ever 
did. And if they should condemn you, don't despond ; 
for if you are innocent, God will yet make a way for it 
to appear." And after saying some other consolatory 
and encouraging things to myself and wife, he took his 
leave, and as he arose to go, the last words he uttered, as 
he closed, the door, were, " do write me, brother." He 
then took the cars for Marblehead, and Monday morn- 
ing I received from him the following letter : — 

Marblehead, July 27, 1844. 

Mt dear BrotiIer, — On my return, and after reflecting 
upon all that I have heard and seen during this eventful week, 
I feel constrained to write you a line. My interview with you 
at your request and that of Mrs. F. at your house this morning, 
deepened the feelings of sympathy which I thought last evening 
could not possibly be exceeded. I feel prepared to do or suffer 
any thing, for you in any event. However you may prove to 
have acted, right or wrong, the feeling whicii will ever govern 
every other, will be that oK tender sympathy, weeping for your 
injuries, if you prove to be innocent, or weeping at your fall. 

I have no kaowledge of the prevailing opinion of the counciL 
5 



50 REMARKABLE INCIDENTS IN THE 

My surmises would not influence me, even if they were stronger 
on either side, in what I am about to say to you. I am writing 
this for no one ever to see but you. I write this, and may you 
read it with prayer to the all-seeing God. 

I am writing on the supposition that, notwithstanding all that 
has been said, you, my dear brother, have had criminal inter- 
course with R. D. Whether you have or not, God, and you, 
and she only know. 

Now supjiose that the council declare that, in their opinion, 
you are guilty. You will have this alternative presented to 
your mind, in case you are guilty, (namely,) to lie about it, or 
to confess it. To lie about it will be to carry the wrath of Grod 
in your conscience. To confess then will be to have doubts 
yourself, it may be, and to excite doubts in others, of the genu- 
ineness of your repentance. You will repent, if at all, by con- 
straint, which will always injure you. 

While you are reading this, and within a few hours subse- 
quently, that is, before the result of the council is declared, you . 
have an opportunity for repentance and confession, such as you 
can never see again. You can repent now, uninfluenced by the 
fear of man, ignorant of what the council will decide, and not 
knowing but that they will clear you. It is in your power now, 
by the grace of God, to address a letter to the council while in 
session, which, as an illustration of a broken heart and contrite 
spirit, may do more goo<l through all time, than your misconduct 
may have done harm. what infinite importance hangs about 
you and your decision, during the session of the council I As 
soon as they declare the result, the oi)portunity is gone forever. 
You can, of course, repent afterwards, and be forgiven; but you 
can see, my dear brother, what unspeakable importance attaches 
to a repentance exercised, and a confession made at a moment, 
when nothing but the fear of God and sincere sorrow may ap- 
pear to have influenced you. 

There is another consideration. If you are unjustly acquit- 
ted, your betrayed and ruined victim will be the object of perse- 
cution, and no one knows of what suffering. God knows if you 
robbed that poor girl of her virtue ; and now if yon, her de- 
stroyer, are the instrument of further injustice and snlfering to 
her, what punishment can avenging justice find for you com- 
mensurat(j with your wickedness. 1 would stand before you, 
dear brother, in your path, and beseech you, by the mercies of 
God, not to suffer your-elf to be unjustly acquitted. The great- 
est wrath which God may ])rovide for you may be to let you be 
moquitted, though a guilty man. You hope to be acquitted. My 
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dear brother, woe to you if you are acquitted, if guilty. Pre- 
vent it while you may. 

You will say, " what a hypocrite and liar the world will call 
xnc if, on a dying bed, as I or they Sjjipposed, I said I was in- 
nocent when I was guilty ! " Let the world know how bad you 
were. By your dreadful experience warn men, as you will, of 
the tremendous effects of guilt on tlie heart and .soul. You may 
thus be a means of good which cannot be measured, — an ever- 
lasting rock with a light-house on it, amidst the surges and 
storms of the sea. You may save more souls thus, than you 
have done, or may do by any other means. But all depends, 
perhaps, on your acting right before the council adjourns. 

Now if you are innocent, all this has no weight, of course, ex- 
cept to increase your load of sorrow. But if otherwise, (and 
all the testimony on your side, and all your asseverations, do not 
remove my first impressions that you are otherwise than inno- 
cent). O, take the advice of one who loves you, and will rejoice 
in heaven with you at the infinite grace of God. Do you need 
any thing to open the way for you before the council ? Use 
this letter for that purpose, if nothing else occurs. Send for two 
of them and confer with them. And, relying on that blood which 
was shed for you and me, give yourself up to Christ to magnify 
the grace of God. Every moment may be important. 1 will 
believe that God has great mercy and a great work for you. 
Consider poor exiled Dr. F. If guilty, you may ever be like 
Lim, useless and lost, unless you come forward to confession. 

But if you are innocent, have courage, my dear, dear brother. 
God will glorify himself by you as yet, and you will yet praise 
him, and your enemies will be found liars unto you, and you 
will tread upon their high places. In love, and prayer, and 
hope, 

Most affectionately and truly yours, N. Adams. 

The reader will judge how consoling this letter must 
have been to myself and wife, from whom he had just 
taken his leave with such kind and gracious words of 
encouragement He had been spealdng comforting 
words to me, telling me not to despond, but take cour- 
age ; and now in a few short hours, he lurges me by all 
his eloquence, and pathos, and tears, and anxiety for my 
greater success in saving souls, and particularly by his 
tender afiection for me as his dear, rfefar brother, — by 
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all these moving and melting considerations, he urges 
me to go immediately (for the least delay may be fatal, 
and prove perdition to my soul,) into the council, and 
confess myself a liar and a hypocrite ! I dare not trust 
myself to make any comments on this letter. I much 
prefer that my readers should be their own commentators. 
I might put a very erroneous construction on it ; for I 
was once telling a clerical friend of his what I thought of 
it, and I found that his views were widely different from 
mine, " When I read that letter," said he, " I thought 
that Mr. Adams must have been inspired in ^vriting it." 
That gentleman was then a warm abolitionist. I should 
like to ask him now whether he thinks that Mr. Adams 
was inspired when he wrote his recent book on slavery ? 

I ought to have mentioned on a preceding page, that 
during the session of the council. Deacon Drake, and 
others from South Boston who sympathized with him, 
were present a part of the time, mingling with the 
council and the spectators ; and after their departure I 
heard for the first time the story of my having once had 
an infamous disease, — which story, I was told, was con- 
fidently asserted as true by Deacon Drake, who referred 
to Dr. George Hayward, of Boston, as his authority ! 
What influence this report had upon the council in their 
result, the reader can judge. 

With the return of the council on Monday morning 
came two of the committee, Messrs. Riddel and Beecher, 
Mr. Adams doubtless thinlcing that he could do more 
service by his letter than by his presence. And why 
were they there during the secret session of the council 
for two days, when no further testimony was to be ad- 
mitted, and their specific w^ork w^as done ? But there 
they were, putting up at the same hotel with the coun- 
cil, and conversing with the members at meal-times, and 
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daring their recesses. Considering their known object 
in being there during the open session, can any one mis- 
take their object at tlie secret session ? I would care- 
fully refrain from hastily ascribing unworthy motives to 
these gentlemen. But all will admit that they must 
have had some object in view. And can any one sup- 
pose that their presence there at such a time could have 
been for my benefit ? It seemed too much like lawyers 
mingling with the jury after having plead the cause of 
the plaintiff, and before the verdict was made up and 
declared. 

On Tuesday, at 5 o'clock, p. M., the council came to 
the following result : — 

The council feel compelled to express their deep conviction 
that Mr. Fairchild cannot be innocent in this matter; and that, 
unless he can ])resent a clearer vindication of himself before 
some tribunal more competent than ourselves to compel the at- 
tendance of witnesses, and the utterance of all the truth ; and till 
such act be done, he ought not, and, so far as our decision goes, 
does not, longer hold the place of a minister in the church of 
Christ. 

If I have been correctly informed, the minority made 
strenuous efforts to bring the council to vote directly on 
the question which they were called to settle, — that is, 
guilty, or not guilty. They were not called there to 
suspend me ; but to acquit, or condemn me. I have 
repeatedly been told that very few, if any of that coun- 
cil, would have voted me guilty, notwithstanding the 
unwearied efforts of the committee of the Suffolk South 
Association to induce them to render such a verdict; 
but for suspension the majority was large. The follow- 
*ing gentlemen voted to acquit me, namely. Dr. Burgess 
of Dedham, Dr. French of North Hampton, Dr. Perry 
of East Bradford, Rev. Mr. Hopkins of Saco, Rev. 
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Samuel W. Clarke of Greenland, and William P. 
Haines, Esq., of Saco. Rev. David T. Kimball and his 
delegate from the church in Ipswich, were absent. As 
they had heard all the evidence, had they been present 
they would have voted with the minority. Mr. Haines 
was a lawyer, distinguished for tlie clearness of his 
mind and the soundness of his judginent, and fully ac- 
quainted with the nature of evidence, and whom I never 
saw till I was introduced to him in the lecture room at 
Exeter, and never had one moment's conversation with 
him till Saturday morning after the testimony was all 
in, at which hour he called on me, and spoke a few 
kind words, and assured me that if that case had been 
given to a jury on such testimony they would have ac- 
quitted me in ten minutes. 

The result spoke for itself. It was a suspension from 
the ministry till I should go to some more competent 
tribunal, — that is, to a civil court, and be there acquit- 
ted. When that act was done, my restoration to office 
was immediate ; but till then, I was to -remain out of 
office. Everybody so understood the result ; members 
of the council assured me that I had nothing to do but 
to go to that civil tribunal, as recommended by the 
council, and obtain a verdict in my favor, in order to 
reinstate me in the ministry. In other words, they had 
made their final verdict depend on the verdict of a jury. 
And I acted accordingly, believing that they meant to 
carry out in good faith what they had virtually pledged 
themselves to do. 
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CHAPTER V. 

Before the council adjourned the moderator and 
scribe were directed to furnish a brief statement of the 
doings of the council for publication. In the discharge 
of this duty, these gentlemen issued in a few days the 
following communication, published in The New Eng- 
land Puritan, I take from it the closing paragraph : — 

TVc trust we do not transcend our commission, when we state 
that a number of the bretliren at least who appear in the nega- 
tive, appear there not because they deemed Mr. Faircliild 
prove<l innocent, or believed that he ought to have been acquit- 
ted; but because tiiey supposed that some further testimony 
might possibly be obtained which would go to set his case in a 
less unfavorable light, or because their minds were not so clear 
in the case as to warrant them in immediate decisive action. 
Justice to those brethren requires this statement. But as no 
request was preferred by Mr. Faircliild for any further hearing, 
or for the presentation of any further testimony, and as five 
days had been consumed in the business of the council, the 
majority above mentioned, judged that they were in possession 
of the essential facts, and that the action specified in their residt 
was required of them. Should another tribunal elicit new facts, 
and put a new face upon things more favorable to Mr. Fair- 
child, none will more gladly hail the light than those who have 
now felt constrained to vote against him. Should evidence be 
produced affecting his entire exculpation, and setting him forth 
to the world as an innocent man, they would haste with unutter- 
able joy to reverse their present decision, and reckon him again 
among the faithful followers of Jesus. But till this act be done, 
they abide by the act they have passed. 

The subscribers consider themselves as expressing the views 
of the council in these remarks. 

Daniel Dana, Moderator. 
L. F. DiMiiiCK^ Scribe, 
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The next week after this communication appeared, the 
following note was published in the same paper : — 

[To the Editors of the Now England Puritan. 

Gentlemkn : — We, the subscriber^, memb(»rs of the occle- 
piiisticiil council lately convened at Exeter, New Ilani|)sliire, in 
the case of liev. J. II. Fairchild, having seen a coniniunication 
of Rev. Dr. Dana and Kev. L. F. Dinimick in your paper of 
the Dth inst., respecting the case of Mr. Fairciiild, deem it proper 
to suhmit a few remarks thereon. 

If tiie gentlemen who wrote that communication had cx)nfined 
themselves to the duty with which they were especially charged 
by the council, that of ''furnishing a brief statement of the 
doings of the council for publication," we should be spared the 
necessity of making any remarks. But they, in our humble 
opinion, have gone beyond their instructions. They, as mem- 
bers of the majority, have undertaken without authority to give 
the opinions of the minority, — not content that the minority 
should speak for themselves in the vote they gave. We cannot 
consent to be misrepresented in this matter. The vote which 
that minority gave shows their true sentiments. That vote nega^ 
lives the decision of t/ie council. That vote the minority gave 
deliberately^ and they are willing the world should know it. 
And as for ourselves, we feel called u[)on to say, that we cannot 
but express our surprise that our views should have been so 
misunderstood, for we think we were very explicit in making 
them known to the council, and that on more than one occasion. 
So far from syjyposing, as stated by them, " that some further 
testimony might possibly be ohtained, which would go to set his 
case in a less unfavorable light," we did, and do now still more 
strongly believe, that much further testimony might undoubtedly 
be obtained, which would not only set Mr. Fairchild's case in a 
more favorable light, but which would force a council or a jury 
to acquit him. In this opinion, we, like all men, may be mis- 
taken. But such is our o[)inion, and upon it we have acted. 

We wish further to state, that the council were distinctly and 
repeatedly informed, while in secret session, that important evi- 
dence in his behalf, not yet heard by them, was at hand ; that 
Mr. Fairchild believed he could also produce further testimony 
which would at Iciist have an important bearing towards his 
acquittal, provided the council would suspend their decision and 
grant him the necessary time. It was also as explicitly stated 
that it was Mr. Fairchild's earnest wish that the council would 
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allow him this favor. Yet lii'itliout noticing this statement, or 
the wisli of Mr. Fairchild, they came to their decision. We 
will not take it upon ourselves to expound to the public the 
views of the majority, nor even to take the same liberty with 
regard to the other members of tlie minority, — but, will only 
add that the statement of the gentlemen in question is a mis- 
representation throughout of the views of the undersigned ; we 
did not believe Mr. Fairchild guilty, we do not now believe 
him guilty, and we have faith that erelong his innocence will 
be made to appear to all. 

Yours, respectfully, 

Samukl Hopkins, 
AVm. p. Haines. 
Saco, Maine, August 12, 1844. 

In the Puritan of the following week, if I remember 
correctly, appeared the subjoined qote : — 

[To the Editors of the New England Puritan.] 

Gentlkmen, — The doings of the council on the case of Mr. 
P'airchild being still before tlie public, will you allow us also to 
speak for ourselves ? We are of tlie minority in the final act of 
that council. 

We did not consider Mr. Fairchild clearly proved to be inno- 
cent- We did not consider him at all proi^ed to ha ffut'lti/. The 
case did not ap|)ear sufficiently clear to warrant immediate de- 
cision. If a decision must then be made, we viewed Mr. Fair- 
child a.s having a right to acquittal, because not proved to be 
guilty. Such were and are 'our views of the case. And on 
this we felt and expressed a wish that our views should be 
known. 

In regard to the result. On the short article dissolving the 
rehuion of Mr. Fairchild to the First Church in Exeter, in ac- 
cordance with his own request and their concurrence, the 
council were unanimous. With the other part of the result, we 
were and remain entirely dissatisfied. 

The matter of a conspiracy against Mr. Fairchild was not the 
point at issue ; and being introduced as part of his defence, was, 
after considerable progress, arrested and submitted on the 
ground that persons implicated were not present. 

The testimony of the principal witness in the case we con- 
sider substantially invalidated, and that it was not corroborated 
by the testimony of other witnesses, or Mr. Fairchild*s admis- 
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sions and published letter. We had no conviction, and have no 
conviction that Mr, Fairchild cannot be innocent in Otis matter ; 
and we could not accede to the sentence deposing Mr. Faircliild 
from the ministry on the assumption of his guilt. To us it 
seemed proper and sufficient that the exercise of his ministry 
should be suspended while his character remains in suspense in 
the public mhid. 

It has been said and made the subject of much conversation, 
and with not a little effect, that Mr. Fairchild, when favorable 
opportunities were repeatedly given to declare himself to be in-' 
nocent in this matter^ made no sucli a declaration. To us at dif- 
ferent times he made such a declaration, averring that he did it 
without any evasion or mental reservation, he declared that he 
never had had any criminal connection, that he never had liad 
any sexual intercourse whatever with the person known to the 
public as the principal witness in this case. This dechiratiou, 
of which there is evidence, he also made in other forms of ex- 
pression entirely unambiguous. 

While so freely expressing our own views on the result, we 
hold in very high esteem the large majority from whose decision 
we felt constrained to dissent, liut allow us to say, it appeared 
to us that patient as the council had been in almost ^\q days of 
session, their result was made up at last in undue haste. 
Yours, very respectfully, 

Jonathan French, of North Hampton^ N, If. 
S. W. Clahk, of Greenland, N, H, 

Rev. Drs. Burgess and Perry deeming that their sen- 
timents were so well known on the subject from the 
prominent part which they had acted in the case, I pre- 
sume they thought it unnecessary to publish any note 
to correct the mistake into which the moderator and 
scribe had fallen. 

The editors of the Puritan^ in their first paper after 
the adjournment of the council, and in which they pub- 
lished the result, published also an extract from an 
anonymous letter, which they introduced on this wise : 
" We are permitted to make the following extract from 
a letter by a gentleman of high character, who was pres- 
ent at the trial, and is familiar with the case. It was 
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written in this city to a firiend in another part of the 
State." A part of that letter I will here quote. 

" The long conflict is over. The triumpli of truth and jus- 
tice is gained. The council at Exeter brought in their result 
yesterday between five and six o'clock to convict Mr. Fairchild 
of all the charges. The vote stood nineteen to six. The six 
who did not concur, are not to be understooil as voting for his 
acquittal. The verdict is virtually unanimous ; and that of the 
public, I may say, entirely so. Great indignation is felt in 

view of the details of the cjise ; and although Mr. came to 

me at Exeter after the decision, and said that if Mr. Fairchild*3 
friends would now rest satisfied, he thought the prosecution 
might be stopped, and that he should advise it ; still I And this 
morning some of our best citizens earnest for a continuance." 

Will the reader believe me when I assure him that 
this letter was written by Rev. Samuel H. Riddel, chair- 
man of the committee of Suffolk South Association, who 
gallanted Rhoda so politely to and from the lectiurc 
room at Exeter, knowing well what she was from her 
own lips ! Yet, so it was. I am ashamed to record it. 
That extract gave me more pain than any and all the 
pieces which I had ever seen published on my case, 
coming as it did from such a source. I was apprehen- 
sive that an officer might come unexpectedly from Boston 
to arrest me as a criminal ; and to be taken to that good 
city where I had spent more than fifteen years, — and 
formed such an extensive and valuable circle of acquaint- 
ance, — where I had so often occupied the best pulpita 
and preached to the most respectable congregations, — 
to be taken there as a criminal and conducted through the 
Btreets by some officer of the police, to jail as a felon, 
knowing, as I did, that I no more deserved such treat- 
ment than the author of that letter, — this was more 
than I could well endure. But I had friends in Exeter, 
— the best and the Idndest friends, who could see noth- 



60 REMARKABLE INCIDENTS IN THE 

ing in the testimony before the council to convict me of 
crime, while Messrs. Riddel, Adams, and Beecher could 
see enough to make me out the wickedest man that 
walked the earth. But the best of all earthly friends 
was my wife. I was so excited on reading that extract, 
and so totally unprepared to go to Boston for trial, 
which I had already determined to do as soon as my 
legal counsel should see the way properly opened, that I 
made immediate arrangements to leave Exeter, and go 
to tlie White Mountains, requesting my friends to keep 
the matter private as to the place whither I had gone, 
and desiring them, if a requisition should come from the 
governor for my arrest to notify me of it, and I would 
then go to my daughter's in Detroit. Accordingly one 
of my parishioners took me in a carriage on Saturday 
evening and carried me some distance beyond Dover, (I 
have forgotten the name of the place,) where we arrived 
on Sabbath mornhig between two and three o'clock. 
He left me at the public-house where I spent the Sab- 
bath ; and as no stage passed that way till Tuesday 
afternoon, I remained there till one arrived. My son 
was on the stage having charge of my trunk, and going 
with me to the mountains. The stage was full; and as 
I supposed that I should at once be recognized by some 
of the passengers, who I thought had probably read that 
extract in the Purilan, I went out to take my seat in the 
stage with feelings which the reader cannot need me to 
describe. I cast my eye into the stage, and saw no one 
that I knew, and none appeared to know me. This was 
some relief to my troubled mind. But the stage was 
full, so that I took the top seat, on the left hand, my 
son on the right, and a stranger next. We had not 
gone far, before my son whispered to me, and said, " this 
gentleman knows you, father." I then addressed him, 
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and inquired if he knew me. "Yes, Sir," said he. " And 
though I belong to Mr. Kirk's church, I have oft(Mi b(»en 
to South Boston to hear you preach ; and I would go 
again to hear you with just as much pleasure as I ever 
did." I thanked him for his kindness, and then told 
him that I was fearful I might be insulted, — perhaps 
roughly handled while on my present journey. I shall 
never forget his reply. Said he, " I am going 1o the 
White Mountains myself; and if any man should at- 
tempt to maltreat you while I am with you, he must 
pass over my corpse to do it." He then showed me an 
article in the Times of that morning, which spoke very 
kindly of my case. And I could not but contrast its 
spirit with that^of Mr. RiddePs article in the Puritan; 
the one conducted by stanch professors of godliness, and 
the other, by gentlemen making no special pretensions 
to religion by an open profession ;. the one inflicting 
indescribable pain, — the other imparting a soothing 
balm to my anxious and bleeding heart. He assiu-ed 
me that public sentiment was greatly in my favor. On 
my arrival at the mountains I was recognized at once ; 
yet I received the kindest treatment. I spent a few 
days there, and on my return, I went by the way of 
Saco, to spend a few days with Messrs. Hopkins and 
Haines, who had been members of the council at Exe- 
ter, and were among the inunortal six, as I am accus- 
tomed to call them, who voted for my acquittal. While 
I was there Mr. Riddel came into the town and spent the 
night with Mr. Hopkins. In the morning he called at 
my room, conversed very pleasantly with me for fifteen 
or twenty minutes, and when he arose to take his leave, 
he kindly invited me to visit him whenever I came to 
Boston ! And yet two weeks had not elapsed since he 
allowed the above extract to be published in the Pari* 

6 
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tan. I had not then even suspected him as the author. 
There he was inviting a man to call and see him, whom 
he believed richly to deserve a home in the State prison, 
as having " been proved guilty of all the charges brought 
against him." He was not satisfied w^ith my being sus- 
pended from the ministry, and the disgrace thus brought 
upon my wife and children as dear to me as his own 
could have been to him, and depriving me too of the 
means of feeding and clothing them; but he must rep- 
resent "the comicil as virtually unanimous, and the 
public as entirely so." When I ascertained that he wrote 
that letter, I could not help exclaiming, why this anxiety 
to crush and destroy me ? Have I ever done him any 
wrong? Have I been a disgrace to tUe ministry on a 
standing in it of more than thirty years ? But I had no 
heart to comment on such feelings and wishes indulged 
by a minister of that Gospel which enjoins mercy, for- 
bearance, and kindness, even to the guilty. Can any 
one censm-e me for exclaiming, in the language of Job, 
" My brethren have dealt deceitfully as a brook ! " 

Having made up my mind to meet the indictment in 
Boston, I foresaw that the expenses must be great, and 
that they could not be met on credit, or the charity of 
friends. I then owned a house in South Boston, at 
least I had a de(xl of it, while in equity it was my wife's. 
On consuhing her, she at once advised to sell it, and 
spend the wiiole amount, if necessary, for my deliver- 
ance out of the unhappy position in which I then stood. 
For, said she, " you will certainly be acquilti^d ; and then 
those brethren who have deserted you, will rally around 
you, — pulpits will be again open to you, — public con- 
fidcmce restored, and you will yet labor successfully, be 
spared to do good, and provide for your family, so that 
we shall not suffer from hanger, or cold, or nakedness;*' 
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Alas ! i*he little thought what a different course some of 
my brethren would take in case of my acquittal. I will 
here state how that house came into my posses.sion. 
When I received my call to settle in Newbm^port, 
among other inducements for me to remain in South 
Boston, several of my parishioners proposed to build me 
a dwelling-house in part at their own expense, to be 
regarded as virtually the property of my wife and 
children, that they might have a home in case death 
should remove me from my labors. I remained, and 
the house was built. This was in 1834. When I took 
possession of the house, there was a debt on it of about 
two thousand dollars, which I raised by mortgaging the 
property. As often as I could make a payment, the 
gentleman indorsed it on the note. By saving a little 
from my salary, and by donations from friends in the 
city directly to me or to my wife, I made the last pay- 
ment in the spring of 1842, just before I took my dis- 
mission. This house was all my earthly substance. 
When I proceeded to make sale of it, I found, to my 
utter astonishment, that there was an attachment on it 
to the amount of twelve hundred dollars, when I was 
not indebted one mill, as Deacon Drake well knew; 
and yet he or his coadjutors caused that attachment to 
be levied in the manner now to be stated. Two of the 
gentlemen who had been my most liberal benefactors in 
the erection of that house, suggested the propriety of 
my giving them a bond, obligating myself to refund to 
them what they had given, in case I should receive a 
call from a wealthier church, and the offer of a larger 
salary, and deem it my duty to accept I immediately 
wrote the obligation, which closes as follows : — 

I hereby promise, that if ever I ar-k a di-^mission to become 
the pastor of any other church, or voluntarily leave ray present 
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Station to uccuj)y nnorher, (!itli<»r as pa>tor or teacher, I will 
refnml to the aliovc-naiurMl ^cni lemon six hundred dollars each. 
But it is di-t!neily undi'r.-tood that* nothing is to be refunded in 
ease I am taken otF fVoai my hihors by s>iekness, or inlirmity, or 
death. 

In 183G OIK* of these gentlemen deceased. Deacon 
Dnik(» jidiuinistered on the estate. He found this obli- 
galion among the papers of my deceased friend. He 
saw from the terms of it that I was not indebted to that 
estate*. But notwithstanding the estate had been settled 
for years, yet as soon as he gets hold of the Rhoda affair, 
he goes to his neighbor, Mr. Stephen .Jenny, with whom 
I had about that time exchanged houses, and inquires 
of him whether there had been an exchange of deeds, 
adding that there was to be an attachment levied on my 
house, and he w^anted to know w^hich house to attach. 
Either then or in a subsequent conversation, he said to 
Mr. Jenny, " Perhaps you think that Ave have dealt hardly 
by Mr. Fairchild ; but you will find out by and by that 
we had reason for doing what we have done," or w^ords 
to that effect. I had agreed to refund if I left the church 
vohinfarily ; and yet here was Deacon Drake attempting 
to make the obligation binding, w^hen he had been 
engaged in drivinfj;' me away. The deacon, too, was 
anxious to make me refund w'hen he well knew of my 
sickness, and had every reason to believe that his unkind 
treatment of me was the principal cause of it He 
knew' from every one of the conditions of the obligation 
that I was not indebted to that estate. And yet the 
attachment was levied. But no attempt was ever made 
to bring the case into court for trial, though my enemies 
contrived, by postponement from time to time, to make 
me a great deal of expense and trouble. I sold the 
house for ^3,675 ; and when the jury brought in their 
verdict of not guilty, I had expended not far from 
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$2,000. And all the rest, and more than all, has since 
been spent in self-defence. 

In September, after the council had suspended me, 
Mr. Ebenezer Hay ward, a former parishioner of mine in 
South Boston, came to spend the night with me. 
Before leaving the city, he says that he called on Dr. 
Adams, and told him that he was going to Exeter 
to advise me not to deliver myself up for trial in 
Boston ; for though he believed me innocent, yet so 
powerful was the combination against me here, that 
there was danger of my being convicted by the jury and 
sent to Charlestown, and that I had better retire, and die 
a martyr. He says that Mr. Adams objected strongly 
to his giving me any such advice, on the ground that it 
was my duty to come, — a duty which I owed to myself 
and the ministry ; for, said he, " I myself may be the 
next victim. And tell him that if he will come and 
submit his case to a jury, and is acquitted, my pulpit 
shall be opened to him for the first." Mr. Hayward did 
come and give me this advice. But I would not listen 
to it a moment I assured him that if God spared my 
life, I should in due time come to Boston, as Mr. Adams 
had advised, and cast myself on God and the laws of 
ray country for protection ; for I was an innocent man. 
Mr. Hayward says that he returned and reported to Mr. 
Adams what I said, and he highly approved of it, and 
renewed his pledge of opening his pulpit to me in case 
of my acquittal. How he has redeemed his pledge, the 
Bequel will show. 
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CHAPTER VI. 

In December, 1844, I published my pamphlet, " In- 
iquity Unfolded." It proved something like a bomb- 
shell thrown into the camp of the enemy. Tlie fac-ts 
there disclosed were too true to be controverted, and 
too cutting to be patiently endured. In order to let the 
public know, not only that I was going to meet the in- 
dictment, but was ready to prove the truth of my state- 
ments, I announced my design in my pamphlet in these 
words : — 

Wlien my case comes on for trial in Boston, I shall bog the 
court for liberty to put the truth in evidence. And if I am 
then convicted by the jury, and the jud*;e sentence me to tlie 
State prison, I submit. And even in that confinement and dis- 
grace, 1 should deem my condition far preferable to that of my 
enemies and persecutors, who may be roaming tlie world at 
large. Of a clear conscience in this matter they caimot deprive 
me ; neither cim they take from me tlie confidence of my wife 
and children. 

The first meeting of the Suffolk South Association 
after the publication of my pamphlet, was held on the 
7tli of January, 1845. They then passed, after much 
exciting discussion, that untruthful and unfortunate 
preamble and vote, which has been the occasion of so 
much unpleasant controversy and expensive litigation. 
That preamble and vote, while I am now writing, Feb. 
22, 1855, stand on their book of records unrescinded. 
They are as follows : — 

Whereas an ecclesiastical council, held at Exeter, New Hamp- 
shire, in July last, for tlie purjwse of hearing and examining 
charges against the moral character of Kev. Joy H. Fairchild, 
a member of this Association, and at that time pastor of the 
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First Church in Exeter — at which a committee of this Asso- 
ciation was present — did, by their result, declare Mr. Fairchild 
to be guilty of the crimes alleged against him, and therefore 
proceeded to depose him from the ministry. And 

Whereas Mr. Fairchild having denied the truth of said alle- 
gations, did persist in such denial to the last, and claimed tliat 
evidence in his favor was in existence, not then to be obtained 
on account of the absence of a witness ; and 

WherecLS this Association having waited till the present time, 
to give opportunity for further developments in the case, and in 
the mc;an time having seen and interrogated the witness referred 
to, and carefully attended to certain publications put forth by 
Mr. Fairchild since his trial, are now satisfied that no valid 
evidence has appeared of the character claimed by the ac- 
cused ; therefore, 

Voted, Tliat Mr. Joy H. Fairchild, for the crimes of seduc- 
tion and adultery charged and proved upon him before an eccle- 
siastical council at Exeter, and for falsehood in denying the 
truth of these charges when brought against him, and in still 
persisting in such denial, he, and he is hereby, separated from 
his connection with this Ministerial Association. 

This was the report of the committee that went to 
Exeter, and exerted themselves so earnestly and unad- 
visedly to procure my deposition from the ministry by 
the council. It was probably drawn up by Dr. Adams ; 
but urged, not only by him, but by the other members 
of the committee for adoption by the Association. In 
vain did Dr. Burgess protest against it as false in fact, 
and false in principle. They would listen to no argu- 
ment They were determined (especially Dr. Adams) 
that their report should be indorsed by the Association. 
Notwithstanding they had just seen my public an- 
nouncement that I was coming to Boston for trial in 
court, as the council at Exeter had recommended, they 
would not wait a single month to ascertain whether I 
meant what I had said. In fact, it was urged by one 
of the committee, as I was told, that I was such a liar 
that there was no dependence to be placed on any thing 
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which I might say. But, finally, as there was so much 
opposition to the course which Dr. Adams and the rest 
of the committee so strenuously advocated, it was at 
last voted to place the report upon the records, with 
the understanding that no public notice should be given 
of it tiU after I had had my trial, (which the committee 
said that they believed would never take place,) and if 
it so happened that I should be acquitted, the record 
could then be easily set right. And so it was entered 
upon their book January 7, 1845. And in four days after, 
the fact of my expulsion from the Association was thus 
announced in the Daily Mail. " We understand that 
the Rev. Joy H. Fairchild was deposed as a member by 
the SuiTolk South Association of ministers at its last 
meeting." This was done by the committee, I presume, 
partly to forestall public opinion, so that the jury might 
know, in case I came on for trial, what those thought 
of me who had been my associates in the ministry, and 
therefore presumed to know me best ; and partly to get 
the Association to record that the council had done 
the very work which their committee went to Exeter to 
have them do, and which they doubtless thought the 
council was recreant to duty for not doing. How the 
Association could commit so great a blunder, to use no 
harsher term, as to adopt the report of their committee, 
having, at the same time, before them the result of tlie 
Exeter council, is to me totally inexplicable, except on 
the ground thjit they were prepared to adopt any report 
which that committee might recommend. A copy of 
that record they never forwarded to me ; and it was by 
the merest accident that I learned, more than four years 
afterwards, (that is, in April, 1849,) what the substance 
of that record was, and in May was furnished at my 
written request, with a certified copy. But more about 
this matter in another chapter. 
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There are two statements in this preamble which I 
may as well notice here, as the rest will be more appro- 
priately noticed in another place. The first is where 
they speak of " having seen and interrogated the witness 
referred to." This witness was the father of my accus- 
er. I received a note from Mr. Riddel dated October 
18, 1844, in which he says : — 

Mr. Davidson being providentially in Boston at the time of 
the meeting of the Association, was invited to come in, and to 
communicate what knowledge he had upon the subject. He did 
BO. But as his statements did not, in several important respects, 
agree with yours before the council, it seemed suitable that you 
should have an opportunity of confronting him in person, if it 
should be your wish to do so. 

Perhaps the best way to show what Mr. Davidson's 
testimony was worth, will be to quote a portion of the 
evidence of Mr. John Dodge, who was Mrs. Davidson's 
brother, and living in the same neighborhood. I was 
informed at the time of the trial in court that Mr. Dodge 
w^as one of the most respectable citizens in Edgcombe. 
He relates a conversation which he had with Mr. David- 
son on the subject in February, 1843, more than a year 
before the promise of money was made to Rhoda to in- 
duce her to accuse me. He says that the conversation 
took place while they were at work together in the 
barn dressing flax. After Mr. Davidson had given 
a description of his journey to Boston to see me and 
get some money, he states to Mr. Dodge his interview 
with me and what passed between us. He states what 
I told him I said to his daughter when she came to me 
for money. And here I will quote literally from Mr. 
Dodge's testimony as given in court : — 

Mr. Fairchild then said he told her he was a poor man, — . 
that the charge would ruin his*fiunily, and he had rather pay 
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money than be accusetl. She demanded the money and he 
a;;n'o<l to [>ay one hinnhvd dollars then, and one hundred within 
a year ; and thonj^h th<' time liad not come for the tsecond sum, 
he woul«l try and raise it, provided it could be k(»pt a secret. 
The money was paid. Tlicn old Mr. Davidson said to Mr. 
Fain'hild, ** Yon have now settled with my daughter. You 
nm-it now settle with me." ]Mr. Faireliild said, ** This is hardy 
this is ti/ijnsf, this is cruel; I am an itinorent man; but I liad 
rath«*r pay the money than be ruined; but I am innocent." Said 
Daviil'on, *' Whether you are innocent or "ruilty makes no dif- 
ference. It shall be hiid on yon if yon do not come to my 
terms." Mr. Fairchihl, after ])n>t<*sting his innocence again, 
ajrreed to pay three hundred dollars in yearly payments. Da- 
vidson closed by sayin;r that Mr. Faireliild was a nice man, a 
true gentleman, and he believed him a humble Christian. I am 
a member of the Congregational church. 

This is the witness who was "seen and interrogated" 
by the Association in secret conclave, with no one to 
cross-examine, — his hearers listening with willing ears 
to any body who would confirm them in their opinions 
already formed, — interested in defending his daughter, 
especially as he was to share in the promised reward, 
and as it was then too late to get any more money from 
me, and as 1h(^ deacons must inevitably come forward 
and assume the responsibility, as they had given their 
written obligation to do, unless the real father could be 
found and the like sum be obtained from him; but this 
they were likely to fmd to be quite a diificult task, espec- 
ially after the evid(»nee came out in court that the girl 
herself had said that it " would j)nzzlc a Philadelphia 
lawy<*r to tell." And then as to his t(»stimony after- 
wards in court, if it weighed any thing with the jury, it 
was in my favor, as every one said, who heard it with- 
out pn*judice. Yes, here wen* clergymen listening to 
such a witness, and on his testimony (condemning a poor 
absent brother, and casting him out of their fraternity 
as too vile to have even iiis name remain on their book 
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of records! a Ministerial Association formed, as Mr. 
Punchard says, in his view of Congregationalism, for 
the sole purpose " of personal improvement, the cultiva- 
tion of brotherly kindness, and to assist each other, by 
counsel and advice in discharging ministerial and paro- 
chial duties." Who were present in that meeting I do 
not know, neither do I care to know. 

The other statement in the preamble which I proposed 
to notice is this : " Having carefully attended to certain 
publications put forth by Mr. Fairchild since his trial." 
Besides this, Mr. Adams has said to me, in a letter, that 
my " writings are my worst enemies," and that one of 
the most influential men in our churches said to him, 
" I was always in doubt what to think of Mr. Fairchild's 
case, till I accidentally took up his pamplilet and read 
two pages ; from that time my mind has been clear." 
This fonning a correct judgment of me, or of my 
pamphlet, on hastily reading two pages, was something 
like Mr. Adams's forming a correct opinion of southern 
slavery by spending two or three months in the cities of 
Charleston and Augusta. Well, I suppose my pamph- 
let was defective ; I admit it. But not defective because 
it was not true ; but because I sometimes exhibited a 
spirit which had too much the appearance of vindictive- 
ness and recrimination. But let any candid reader con- 
sider the position in which I was placed when I wtoIc 
that pamphlet, and the excited state of my mind occa- 
sioned by the grievous injuries which I had suflered 
from those men whose cruel wrongs I was then unfold- 
ing, and I am willing to leave him to judge whether, in 
a change of circumstances, he would probably show a 
better spirit. And if this does not satisfy him, I will 
only say to him, " Let him that is without sin, cast the 
first stone." 
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However, as such is the opinion which Mr. Adams, 
and perhaps some others, entertain of my pamphlet, I 
think that justice to myself requires me to insert, here 
two or three of the notices of it by the public press. 
Out of many papers speaking of it in terms of approba- 
tion, I will quote first the notice of it in a paper printed 
in Hartford, Connecticut. I do not recollect the name 
of the paper ; for when I cut out the slip I omitted to 
retain the name, as is the case with some others to which 
I shall hereafter have occasion to refer. The editor of 
that paper, after announcing the title, " Iniquity Un- 
folded," says: — 

The aiitlior of the pamplilet bearing the above title, Rev. Joy 
II. Fail-child, lias been known and recognized by the Christian 
public as an able, faithful, and successful minister of the Con- 
gregational order; and it was not until quite recently that his 
moral and religious character was called in question by any one. 
From June, 181 (i, until August, 1827, — a period of more than 
eleven years, — lie was pastor of the Congregational Church in 
¥A\>i Ilartfoi-d. On the 22d of November, 1827, he was or- 
dained pJU>tor of the church in South Boston, where he remained 
until May, 1842. He was subsequently settled in the ministry 
in Exeter, New Hampshire, and it was while in the latter place 
that a criminal charge wiis brought against him, — a case which 
has excited much interest, and obtained great notoriety. 

We have read the pamphlet with much interest, and deem it 
but justice to say that we cannot well see how any unprejudiced 
mind, after its careful perusal, can fail to arrive at the conclu- 
sion that Mr. Fairchild has been slanderously assailed and per- 
secuted by his enemies ; and this, we are assured, is the opinion 
of nearly all of those who know him most intimately, and liave 
had the best opportunities to judge of the facts in the case. 

The following is the notice of 77ie Boston Recorder: — 

Iniquity Unfolded. — Rev. Mr. Fairchild has just issued 
a pamphlet, entitled '* Iniquity Unfolded," in which he aims to 
expo<e the treatment which he lias received from the deacons in 
South Boston, and others. No one will question Mr. Fairchild's 
right to make a book in his own defence, or to do whatever else 
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he can to vindicate hi« character, and remove the load of re- 
proacli under which he is suffering. Probably no man, under 
trials similar to his, ever shared more largely in the public 
symi)athy, and there are Yory few who would not heartily rejoice 
could he be proved innocent. Whether this pamphlet will 
prove him so, we cannot say. It contains some bold and sur- 
prising statements, the truth of which we have not the means of 
testing. He intimates his intention to submit himself to a legal 
trial, a measure to which his friends have oflen advised him, 
and which, if any thing can do it, will secure a judgment in his 
favor. It is but just that he should have the public ear, and 
every other facility which can be afforded him for making his 
defence. 

I will trouble my readers with only one reference 
more ; and as they were all written without any sugges- 
tion of mine, or of my friends, perhaps they will weigh 
as much in the judgment of the community as the 
opinion of Dr. Adams, or that of his influential friend, 
whose mind was made clear on reading two pages of 
my pamphlet. I quote now from the New Hampshire 
Courier, published at Concord : — 

Case of Rev. Mr. FAiRcmLD. — The readers of the Courier 
will recollect the trial and condenination of this minister by a nu- 
merous council at Exeter ; nineteen voted him guilty, and six not 
guilty. Tliat council doubtless acted an honest part ; their im- 
pression was that his guilt was proved, and they were zealous to 
testify that they would not screen even a minister in guilt ; their 
zeal to preserve the ministry pure, carried them beyond the 
Omits of just caution. Many, on reading the report of the trial, 
pronounced the evidence insufficient to convict a man. The 
principal witness was herself a guilty person; and one, too, 
who, for the sake of money, bargained away conscience, and 
then swore to his conviction, directly in the face of her solemn 
vow; her testimony, therefore, ought to have been moat 
thoroughly siflcd, and received with much abatement. So 
thought tlie six who voted in the negative on the trial. One 
of the six, a legal gentleman of ability and candor, declared to 
Mr. Fairchild his opinion that an impartial jury would have ac- 
quitted him in ten minutes on such evidence. "VVe do not im- 
plicate tlie wisdom and good intentions of the council ; but any- 
body may err ; we think they did. 

7 
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Mr. Fairchild has recently published a book of eighty pages, 
in which he has collected and exhibited a mass of evidence in 
his own favor, which, had it been presented to the council, would 
have, we think, procured his triumphant acquittah A di:«tiu- 
guished lawyer, now retired from practice, pronounces his de- 
fence a triumphant one ; and expresses his surprise that so 
much testimony could be gathered up in so short a time since 
the decision of the council. 

Mr. Fairchild is now ready to go into court and meet his ac- 
cusera face to face. His enemies, who have used tlieir arts to 
destroy, who supposed they had destroyed him, >vill still fight 
to the last against him, but in vain. We are quite jxisitive that 
the testimony which he embodies in his work is enough to clear 
him from any charge. He will not stop with an acquittal ; he 
will demand of his prosecutors redress ; and if some of them 
are not sent to work for the State, it will not be because they do 
not deserve it. Even Mr. Riddel, who assumed the part of 
prosecutor before the council, appears in an unenviable light, 
according to the showing of the pamphlet. 

Mr. Fairchild writes like an injured man, though not in 
malice ; and we predict that he will stand even higher in the 
estimation of the community for having passed such a fiery 
ordeal. The sympathies of the community began to be enlisted 
in his favor very soon after his condemnation. And to those 
who have rt^ad his book, his justification and vindication are 
complete. We make these remarks because his trial was pub- 
lished in the Courier^ though before the paper came into the 
hands of the present Editor. 

In view of the whole subject, the reflection arises, that 
malicious men are not unfrequently wounded by the weafwns 
wliich they have forged against the life and vitab of others. 
Thus may it always be ! 

In accordance with the suggestion, perhaps I ought 
to say wish, of Mr. Riddel, expressed in his letter to a 
friend residing in a distant part of the State, an extxact 
from which I just now quoted, special efforts began to 
be made about that time to prevail on Governor 
Brigga to send to Governor Steele of New Hampshire 
a requisition for my arrest as a fugitive from justice. 
Governor Briggs, I was told, declined at first, on the 
ground that I was not a fugitive from justice, — that 
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when this complaint was made I was quietly discharg- 
ing my duties as a clergyman at Exeter, and that no 
charge like that then preferred against me, could make 
me in law a fugitive from justice. This decision set the 
matter at rest for a while, though somebody deemed it 
necessary to apologize in the Boston Atlas for what was 
thought to be a neglect of duty on his part, in not de- 
manding me. But soon after the publication of my 
pamphlet, which so greatly excited and annoyed my 
enemies. Governor Briggs was induced so far to change 
his views on the subject as to send to Governor Steele 
for liberty to take me by force out of the State of New 
Hampshire. I do not know by whom Governor Briggs 
was at last prevailed on to demand me of Governor 
Steele ; but I do know that it was not Mr. Parker, for 
he assured me that he had nothing to do \vith it, directly 
or indirectly. A friend of mine from Exeter, then in 
Concord on business, ascertained that a requisition had 
arrived from Governor Briggs that morning, and he 
notified me of the fact immediately. I think this must 
have taken place early in January, 1845. Though I was 
then not quite ready to go to Boston, yet I concluded to 
take no pains to evade an officer, should one come for 
my arrest But I soon received a second note from my 
friend at Concord, that the governor would not deliver 
me up, for two reasons : first, " that he had no constitu- 
tional right to do so," and, second, "that he had carefully 
read my trial at Exeter, and my pamphlet just pub- 
lished, and did not believe me guilty." And my friend 
added, "The governor says that Mr. Fairchild is at 
liberty to remain in New Hampshire unmolested ; and 
though there are many in the State that we should be 
glad to get rid of, yet he is not one of them." 

Soon after this, Mr. Walker, the attorney-general 
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of New Ilaiiip^hiri^, was in Exeter on business, and ill 
the evenint^ he* reqiiesied a mutual friend to wait on me 
to his room, that he might see the strange man about 
whom he had heard so many w^onderful things. I was 
introduced to him, and spent an hour in his company 
very pleasantly. He then told me what took place 
when the requisition arrived from Governor Briggs, — 
that Governor Steele immediately put the documents 
into his hands as his legal adviser, and that they were 
not long in deciding the question ; " and now, Sir," said 
he, " the papers are all made out which I am going to 
send to Governor Briggs, and there they are in that 
trunk, peremptorily refusing to comply with the request ; 
and had not that question been settled, it would have 
been altogether improper for me to have sought and 
had this interview with you ; but as the case now is, I 
have the same liberty to converse with you as with any 
one else." I then showed him my evidence. He said, 
" if that evidence can be relied on, Mr. Parker can never 
convict you against such testimony ; for though he is 
as savage as a bear, and has little mercy for the crimi- 
nal whom he believes to be guilty, yet he cannot con- 
vict you unless your evidence fail. And he would not 
convict you if he could against such testimony ; for he 
is naturally a kind-hearted man, and is never an advo- 
cate for palpable injustice. You have nothing to fear 
from any one but the deacons at South Boston." This 
is the substance of w-hat he said. As I took no notes 
at the time, I, of course, repeat simply from memory. 

I have aWays thought that Governor Briggs meant 
to do me a service, as well as gratify my enemies. He 
must have known, as it seems to me, that his i&rst decis- 
ion was right, and that Governor Steele would be of the 
same opinion, and consequently refuse to give me up ; 
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but as my enemies were pressing hira on the subject, he 
concluded to grant their request, well knowing that he 
should thereby retain their good wishes, and at the same 
time show me a favor by giving me an opportunity of 
coming on for trial, and letting the world know that I 
came voluntarily, after having been assured that a requi- 
sition had been sent, and that Governor Steele had re- 
turned it to Governor Briggs. This, however, is only 
my conjecture. But whether so designed or not by the 
governor, it certainly had that eflfect ; and I thank him 
for it 



CHAPTER VII. 

JcsT as all things were ready for my departure from 
Exeter to Boston, a gentleman remarked to me that 
Deacon Drake was reported to have said that if I came 
on for trial without being forced here by an arrest, it 
would be because Governor Steele had notified me that 
if I saw fit to give myself up within so many days, it 
Av^as well ; but if not, he should cause me to be arrested, 
and compel me to come. Whether the deacon had so 
reported I cannot say. But I can say, that in conse- 
quence of this report I delayed my departure some days, 
till I was sure that Governor Briggs must have received 
the papers from General Walker. 

On Monday morning, February 17, 1845, at ten 
o'clock, I entered the court house in Boston, and pre- 
sented myself before the Judge for trial on the indict- 
ment found against me by the grand-jury in the month 
of July preceding. My counsel wished the court to fix 
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upon a day for trial, and in the mean time to put me 
under bonds for my appearance at the time appointed. 
Mr. Parker, the prosecuting attorney, arose and stated 
to the court that I was there unexpectedly, — that the 
governor had, some time before, sent a requisition to 
New Hampshire for my arrest, — that the governor of 
that State had returned the papers and refused to de- 
liver me up, — that I was there voluntarily, and was not, 
in law, a criminal, and that no bonds could be legally 
taken until a warrant had been served upon me. And 
so the judge ordered that form to be gone through with 
by some officer of the coiurt then present, who served 
the warrant on the spot ; and so I became a legal pris- 
oner. Monday, the 24th day of March, was assigned as 
the time for trial. The bail for my appearance on that 
day was fixed at one thousand dollars, and six of my 
old neighbors and friends who had known me inti- 
mately for many years, came forward as my surety, — 
Messrs. Cyrus Alger, Stephen Jenney, William Gut- 
terson, H. N. Crane, John W. Crafts, William Eaton, 
and William A. Aiken. That distant day being 
appointed fior the trial gave my enemies about five 
weeks to prepare for the contest, which they well knew 
would be a sad affair to them, if they failed of their 
object. For fear that Mr. Parker should fail to do his 
duty in the case, they employed William Brigham, Esq. 
to assist him, and he was soon at work hunting up evi- 
dence. He went once to my college class mate. Rev. 
Louis Dwight, for which I was thankful ; but I never 
heard of his going a second time. 

Before I left Exeter I had fixed upon no counsellor to 
manage my case in court. It was now time to attend to 
that matter. For my junior counsel I soon selected John 
A. BoUes, Esq., who served me well. I did not select 
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my senior counsel till some ten days after. I con- 
snlted several gentlemen of the legal profession as to 
the most suitable lawyer to plead the case in court Mr. 
Bartlett advised me to employ Mr. Choatc. But to 
this I objected, and gave him my reasons. I told him, 
what he already well knew, that whenever a man was 
arrested who was really guilty and ought to be punished, 
if he employed Mr. Choate, it was expected almost as a 
matter of course, that he would be acquitted. And I felt 
quite unwilling to give my enemies an opportunity to 
say, in case of my acquittal, that no lawyer could have 
cleared me but Mr. Choate, and he can clear anybody. 
I knew that my cause was a just and righteous one, 
and that if it could be fairly presented to the judge and 
jury, I should be acquitted. And all I wanted was a 
lawyer of respectable character and talents to argue my 
case. This objection Mr. Bartlett overruled, and I con- 
sented that he should write to Mr. Choate, who was then 
in the Senate at Washington, but would be at home in 
season for that service. He did write, and Mr. Choate 
replied, that owing to certain circumstances, he could not 
take my case. We concluded that he had received 
from some quarter a retaining fee ; but afterwards I as- 
certained from himself, what the true reason was, and 
which I will mention in another place. I then made 
application to Judge Warren, who consented to take my 
ease. And the result showed that I made a w^ise selec- 
tion. But the judge, having heard of the story about 
the "disreputable disease" which was circulated at 
Exeter, would not agree to take my case, as he after- 
wards told me, till he had had an interview with his 
friend, Dr. Hayward. The judge left the Doctor as well 
satisfied of my innocence as were my friends, Winslow 
and Dwight^ who had previously sought a similar inter- 
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view for a .^iinil'ir purpose, as will be stated on a subse- 
quent pii<^e. 

The trial caine on at tlie time appointed, Monday, 
March 24th, at ten o'clock, a. m. In impanelling the 
jury, the usual questions were asked, whether they were 
impartial, free from prejudice, and could sit and give 
judgment in the case according to law and evidence. 
One of them, Mr. George W. Bond, a well-known and 
much respected merchant in this city, said that he had 
formed and expressed an unfavorable opinion, and 
deemed himself unfit to serve. But Judge Warren, 
after putting to him certain questions, which Mr. Bond 
answered to his satisfaction, requested him to retain his 
seat among the jurors. The trial then commenced ; and 
Judge Washburn, since governor, charged the jury on 
Saturday morning about eleven o'clock. The jury not 
having returned at one o'clock, the judge retired to his 
lodgings, having given directions to be sent for when 
they should signify that they were prepared to render a 
verdict. About this time, Mr. Parker signified to Mrs. 
Fairchild a wish to see her. On going up to his table, 
he told her for her comfort, doubtless deeply sympathiz- 
ing with her, that he should not trouble her or her hus- 
band by pursuing the case any further ; for, said he, " if 
the jury do not agree I will enter a 7ioUe proseqvV^ Judge 
Warren wished to know what Mr. Parker had said to 
her ; and when she told him, he replied with a good deal 
of feeling : " Not if I can prevent it ; for if I cannot ob- 
tain a verdict on such evidence, I will give up my pro- 
fession." 

About five o'clock, the judge was recalled. The jury 
entered and said they had agreed, and were ready to 
declare their verdict. Sherifl' Eveleth immediately arose 
and gave notice, that if any expressions of approbation 
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or disapprobation should be made by the audience, it 
"would be regarded as a contempt of court, and that he 
should call on the officers present to arrest the offenders. 
But the moment the verdict — not guilty — was rendered, 
a shout went up so loud and strong as to make the arches 
ring ; at this, the sheriff brought down his hammer upon 
the desk, calling on the officers to do their duty. But it 
was too late to shut the door when the steed had fled. 
Mr. Eveleth, however, did not appear to manifest much 
resentment at the disrespect shown to his authority; 
and he probably did not feel as though his dignity had 
been greatly insulted. 

As soon as the commotion created by the announce- 
ment of the verdict had subsided, I arose and requested 
permission to say a few words, which the judge readily 
granted. I spoke as follows : — 

IVLiy it please your Honor, — Having been acquitted by a 
jury of my country, I wish now to state that from the first 
moment I heard that the grand-jury had found a bill against me, 
I determined to return and meet the accusation as soon as I 
could, acting under a sense of duty to myself, and the advice of 
counsel. I determined to return to the Old ^Bay State, to this 
goodly city of Boston, to my former acquaintances and friends, 
among whom I had labored for fifteen years in the gospel min- 
istry, and who had been witnesses of my daily life and conver- 
sation. I did return ; and though under the condemnation of 
an ecclesiastical council, I found a host of friends to cheer and 
comfort me. I have submitted myself to the laws, as a good 
citizen should do, and the result is before you. During the 
trial my mouth has been closed ; but I now declare witli all 
solemnity, and as in the presence of my Maker and Judge, 
that I am innocent of the crimes laid to my charge. My ene- 
mies and persecutors I forgive, and commend them to the for- 
giving mercy of Almighty God. Tlie pains, — the agonies 
which they have caused me to endure, no tongue can tell. 
They have brought me and mine almost to penury ; but I will 
still tnist in the Lord, and fear no evil. I am now restored to 
that ministry in which I have endeavored to labor with all 
fidelity for thirty years ; and being thus restored to my office, I 
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greatly rejoice. I will only add, that I thank your honor for 
your patience and impartiality in the discharge of your duty 
as judge. I thank the county attorney for his courtesy; and 
the jury for their just and righteous verdict. 

As soon as I had finished, Mr. Bond, the gentleman 
who at first objected to serve on the jury, standing near 
me, touched my shoulder and reminded me of what he 
had said at the opening of the court, and then added ' 
" I was fully satisfied of your legal innocence before 1 
left my seat ; but as I and the foreman took full notes 
of the evidence, at my suggestion we have been these 
six hours going over this evidence item by item, and 
now I am fully satisfied of your moral innocence." A 
gentleman then stepped up to me, at that time an 
entire stranger, and asked me if I would consent to ride 
to my lodgings in the same carriage, and drawn by the 
same white horses which were used when the President 
of the United States was escorted through our streets. 
I thanked him for his kind feelings, but I could not 
gratify him. I told him that, as I was greatly fatigued, 
I should deem it a favor if he would take me home in 
a plain carriage. When the carriage was ready, he 
came to notify me ; and as I left the court room, I passed 
through the office of Sheriff Eveleth, who, as I had 
noticed, was a constant attendant in court while the 
trial was going on. He had some previous acquaint- 
ance with me, and on that account he probably felt de- 
sirous of hearing the testimony, that he might be able 
to judge for himself. As I entered his office, he was 
conversing with Mr. Parker ; he left him immediately 
and took me by the hand, and in the presence of Mr. 
Parker, congratulated me on my acquittal, pronouncing 
the verdict a truthful one, — just such as the evidence 
demanded. And as I passed out of the court house 
and stood on the steps, there appeared to be, so far as 1 
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could see, one solid mas« of human flesh ; and the 
moment I took my seat in the carriage, I was saluted 
with " three times three cheers " with a hearty good- 
will. 

Thus ended such a week as I had never seen before, 
and hope never to see again. And if my enemies had 
then acted the part of good citizens, whatever their 
private opinions might still have been, and submitted to 
the decision of the court, and thenceforth have let me 
alone, they would have saved me as well as themselves 
a world of trouble, and would have greatly modified, if 
not entirely removed, the general impression that they 
had been pursuing me as vindictive persecutors. And 
especially if Dr. Adams had then come to me and given 
me his hand, and expressed his satisfaction with the 
verdict, and offered to redeem his pledge twice sent to 
me, of inviting me into his pulpit on my acquittal, — 
all would have been buried in the grave of oblivion 
years ago. But this he would not do. He did not even 
enter the court room to hear one particle of the evidence, 
and only came at last to hear the arguments of counsel, 
and I was afterwards credibly informed, that on his 
way home he remarked to a gentleman that, having 
heard the arguments, he was more convinced of my 
guilt than ever. But whether he and his associates in 
these transactions have not now put it beyond their 
power to obtain a modification of public sentiment 
more favorable, I leave to the judgment of those who 
may read what follows ; for the strangest and most dis- 
tressing part of my story is yet to be told, and, as it 
seems to me, the most inexcusable and dishonorable to 
the chief actors in the drama. 

The trial ended late in the afternoon on Saturday. 
We were staying with a good friend of ours, the son 
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of one of my deacons in East Hartford, who had known 
me well from his childhoofl, and who, as soon as he 
heard that I was coming to Boston, sent us a kind invi- 
tation to spend our time in his family till after the trial 
was over. He and his amiable lady took great pains to 
encourage and comfort us ; and they were as successful 
as any friends on earth could have been, considering the 
fearful ordeal through which I was about to pass. 

The next day was the Sabbath. I received a note 
early in the morning from the then pastor of the Baptist 
Church in South Boston, and who had been present in 
court to hear the testimony , t hat he might judge for him- 
self, — inviting me to occupy his pulpit A^dth him either 
part of the day, and if I felt able, he wished me to speak 
to the people ; and if not able, to come and sit by his 
side. But as I was too feeble to speak, I declined his 
affectionate and brotherly invitation. In the afternoon, 
I entered the Methodist Church as silently as I could; 
but I was soon noticed by one of the brethren, who came 
to me with the request that I would take my seat with 
the preacher in the pulpit; but I declined on account of 
my feebleness. Then the preacher himself came to me, 
and gave the same invitation; and lest I should be 
thought churlish if I longer refused, I consented, and 
made the closing prayer, and read the last hymn. 

When I was in Saco at the time of Mr. Riddel's call 
on me, as has been already noticed, Mr. Hopkins ex- 
pressed to me his strong conviction that I should, at no 
distant day, reenter the pulpit. I despondingly said, 
" that will never be." " Will you promise me," said he, 
" if you go to court, as the council advised, and are ac- 
quitted, that you will preach your first sermon for me ? " 
" Certainly," said I. He remembered the promise and 
claimed its fulfilment, though he had then resigned his 
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office, and his succcsaor was already installed. And so 
I went to Saco and preached my first sermon from these 
words, " My refuse is in God^^ and in the evening from 
these words, " And there shall be no ni^hl therc^ As 
that was ray first attempt at preaching after my acquit- 
tal, I trust the reader will excuse me if I insert here an 
account of that service, given by a Methodist clergyman 
who was present, and who sent the subjoined letter the 
next day to be published in the Olive Branch. The 
writer has a method peculiarly his own in expressing 
his thoughts, and perhaps on that account, some will 
read it with more interest. 

Saco, April 7, 1845. 
" Ihnor to tchom. honor is due,^* 

Messrs. Editors, — Permit me, through the columns of 
your paper, to speak in praise of some gentlemen herein named. 
And first, I will speak of the Rev. J. H. Fairchild, who preached 
yesterday in the Congregational meeting-house in Saco, to a 
great assembly who enjoyed the privilege of sitting under the 
droppings of the sanctuary with great delight. Tlie morning 
text was in Psalm 62d, ht'^t clause of verse 7th. In the even- 
ing not less than a thousand people heard him preach from a 
text in Rev., 22d chapter, first clause of the 5th verse, from 
which (under five heads he contrasted the darkness of the [)res- 
ent, with the brightness of the future world of glory, where 
there will be no night, nor pain, nor sorrow, — where the wicked 
will cease from troubling, and the weary be at rest). He spoke 
with much feeling, sowing the word of life in tears, and doubt- 
less liaa left an impression for good that will never be forgotten. 

It may be asked, why did he preach first in Saco ? Answer, 
— Because when he was crucified last August at Exeter, God 
sent wise men from the East, namely, — the Rev. Mr. Hopkins, 
and tlie Hon. W. P. Haines, counsellor-at-law, who wtis also 
Jesus*s disciple. These same had not consented to the council 
and deed of them who crucified him, but brought a mixture of 
myrrh and aloes or comfortable words and good looks more than 
a hundred pounds, and did nothing secretly for fear of the Jews, 
but publicly gave Mr. Fairchild their hands of friendship in a 
time of need. May God remember them for this in the day 
when he shall make up his jewels ! This perhaps is the reason 

8 
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why we have had the blessed privilege of hearinjx the injured 
Mr. Fairchild preach first in Saco ; and may the Lord give him 
souls for that day's labor, and in the world to come, a place 
where there will be no night. 

In conclusion, let me say that the invisible hand of God has 
moved mys^teriou.sly to bring the feet of his servant through the 
waters, and has set them in a large place ; and I hope it will 
lead him and us to trust in the Lord at all times. 

The next Sabbath I preached in my old pulpit at 
Exeter, and the Sabbath after for Dr. Burgess in Ded- 
ham. 

By this time I had become pretty well acquainted wath 
the opinion of the public press on the subject of my ac- 
quittal, and also of several most respectable gentlemen of 
the legal and clerical profession. I received a note of con 
gratulation, written on Monday the second day after 
my acquittal, from a clergyman, which was so gratify- 
ing to me at the time that I must be permitted to 
insert it, that it may be a lasting testimony to the good- 
ness and kindness of that man's heart, and a severe re- 
buke to those whose consciences may testify that they 
deserve it Though that dear man is no more with us ; 
yet he has left behind a host of friends and loving par- 
ishioners, who, I doubt not, will be glad to hear his 
opinion of the verdict of the court I refer to the late 
Dr. Codman, of Dorchester ; and " though dead, he yet 
speaketh." 

Dorchester, Monday evening, March 31, 1845. 

My dear Sir, — I regret exceedingly that I was obliged to 
part with you so abruptly this morning, having an indispensable 
engagement that required immediate attention. I should have 
expressed my congratulations ui>on the result of your late trial, 
and my sympathy with you and your beloved wife. I am ex- 
pecting to leave the country to-morrow ; but I could not depart 
without leaving this explanation behind me. 

Wishing you and yours every blessing, 
I am, yours sincerely, 

JouN Codman. 
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• Papers soon began to pour in upon me, both secular 
and religious, from all parts of the United States, highly 
commending the verdict of the jury. I will copy the 
announcement from two or three of the papers. The 
Christian Mirror^ published in Portland, and edited by 
Rev. Asa Curamings, D. D., contains the following brief 
notice of the result : — 

The congratulations at Mr. Fairchild's acquittal are most full 
and hearty. He liad all but fallen a victim to a most wicked 
conspiracy, and every one must rejoice that the villanous plot is 
now exposed ; the more from the fact of his sustaining the clerical 
office. The majority of the council, who tried the case, in ref- 
erence to its ecclesiastical bearings, but who had not power like 
a civil court to compel the attendance of witnesses, at least to 
that needful extent, will doubtless participate in this rcgoicing." 

TJie Boston Recorder says : — 

The result has given general satisfaction to those who at- 
tended the trial, and we know of no reason why others and all 
should not rest in the conclusion that the verdict is according to 
truth. If it be not so, of what avail are courts and juries to 
any man, who has had the misfortune to be accused or sus- 
pected? 

The Vermont Chronicle says : — 

From the evidence in court we sec not how any court or 
council could regard the principal witnesses in any other light 
than as unprincipled characters. 
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CHAPTER VIII. 

About this time I heard that the deacons at South 
Boston were preparing a pamphlet for publication, to 
show the people that I was after all a vile man, — that 
I had been unjustly acquitted, and that the honor of the 
ministry and the purity of the church required them to 
unmask me, and expose my hideous deformities to the 
world. I was told that it was confidently asserted that 
I should never preach again after that pamphlet was 
circulated. It was not long before it was announced in 
the papers ; a friend sent me one. I first looked at the 
title, "Truth Revealed," — and then looked to see 
whether any but the deacons were responsible for it, by 
appending their names ; and, to my utter amazement, 
I could not find the deacons' names, nor any other ! I 
read it ; and when I had got through I felt truly thank- 
ful that the deacons had given it to the world, and I did 
not wonder that it was anonymous. The public press 
took little notice of it. A few editors spoke of it, but 
always, so far as I know, in terms of decided disappro- 
bation. One says : — 

The pnmplik't published by the Soutli Boston deacons, con- 
cerning Mr. FairchiUrs case, has proved an abortive attempt on 
their part to add insult to injury. The silly affair does not sell, 
and creates no excitement. We advise these deacons, and all 
others who have by their savage persecutions driven Mr. Fair- 
child wellnigh to despair, to enter immediately upon a work of 
repentance, ere the judgments of heaven fall upon them for 
their sins. Mr. Fairchild has been nobly acquitted in a court 
of justice of the crimes charged upon him by a dissolute girl, 
and the public verdict has also been rendered in liis favor. 
Now, we say, lot him alone, or rather assist him by kindneai 
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and attention to regain his former position in society. Those 
who would further wantonly trifle with his feelings deserve the 
severest reprobation of the public. 

Another editor, noticing the pamphlet, says : — 

As Mr. Fairchild voluntarily submitted to a trial by the 
proper legal tribunal of his country, and by that tribumd was 
triumphantly acquitted, we think it evidence of reckless and 
wanton malice for his quondiim deacons still to hunt him. 
With the candid and intelligent, Mr. Fairchild will suffer 
nothing by this act, while his pursuers will lose much of their 
remaining hold on the respect and confidence of the public, 
which had before been greatly weakened by the evident spite 
and hearty good-will with which they hunted their intended 
victim. Besides, Mr. Fairchild has complied with the laws of 
his country by submitting cheerfully to her judiciary, which, 
instead of condemning him, has spread over him the broad jEgis 
of her protection. It is wholly gratuitous to go behind its 
decisions, as there is not the slightest intimation that the trial 
was not managed fairly. Reverence to our laws and institutions 
should induce the deacons and their clique, like good citizens, to 
submit. Society has done all it can to purify itself. If Mr. 
Fairchild is guilty, these holy deacons cannot suffer more than 
other members of the community, and must appear very awk- 
ward in being so forward in still pursuing one whose sensitive- 
ness is so great as almost to make life a burden under their 
cUunors to have him sacrificed. His sufferings already have 
brought him at times to the very gates of death. We wish the 
men had more charity, and a little of the milk of human kind- 
ness. 

As the moderator and scribe of the Exeter council had 
announced to the world in the Puritan^ immediately 
after my suspension from the ministry, that if I should 
obtain an acquittal in court, " they would haste with 
unutterable joy to reverse their present decision," I ex- 
pected them to redeem their pledge without delay. 
True, I did not suppose such an act necessary, for I con- 
sidered myself restored to my office by the verdict of 
acquittal taken in connection with the result of council, 
and I acted accordingly. But as the public in general 

8* 
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seemed to expect that a reassembling of the council 
would take place in accordance with the announcement 
of the officers of the council, I called on Dr. Dana to 
ascertain whether he was going to issue letters recalling 
the council. He said that he would if I requested him 
to do so in a letter to him, stating precisely what I 
wished them to come together for. I told him that I 
had nothing for them to do but what he and the scribe 
had said they would do in case of my acquittal, — that 
is, to reversje their decision, and make it conform to the 
decision of the court, and that I expected it to be done 
spontaneously on their part, without any agency of 
mine ; for I did not see that I had any thing more to do 
in the matter. I told him that if he wished it, I might 
consent to write him a note as he had suggested, but I 
must first think of it awhile, and if I concluded to make 
the request, he should hear from me soon. And as I 
arose to take my leave, he remarked that some of the 
members of the council might expect me to bring before 
them my witnesses, on whose testimony I was acquitted 
in court, that they might examine and judge for them- 
selves. To this I at once objected, both on the ground 
of the expense, and for the reason that the council had 
already declared themselves incompetent ; and I could 
not see why they should deem themselves more compe- 
tent to try the case now than they were at first. And 
on consulting my neighbor. Rev. Dr. French of North 
Hampton, a wise counsellor, he advised me never to 
consent that that council should come together for such 
a purpose. This soon led to some correspondence with 
Dr. Dana and others, which will be quoted more appro- 
priately in another place. I will just state here, that a 
gentleman said to me, that during anniversary week in 
May, 1845, he saw Dr. Dana in Boston, and asked him 
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if he designed to recall the council, and that he replied 
" I have just had an interview with Mr. Adams, and 
have concluded not to do so." 

Dr. French had suggested to me, previous to my inter- 
view with Dr. Dana, that it might be advisable for me 
to call a convention of clergymen, and let them act in 
the matter so far as to give me a certificate of good 
standing in the ministry. This he said after he had 
made some special efforts to induce the moderator and 
scribe to recall the council ; but without avail, as will 
soon be seen from his own letter to me. We felt it 
desirable that something should be done ; but I am now 
satisfied that, on the principles of Congregationalism, 
there was nothing to be done, — certainly not by those 
who had composed that council, for it had ceased to be. 
It was ecclesiastically dead, and there was no power in 
the Congregationalism of Massachusetts to restore it to 
life. But more of this hereafter. 

Dr. French having failed in his preceding efforts, pro- 
posed another plan. He drew up a certificate for the 
purpose of obtaining the signatures of the most respected 
and influential clergymen of our denomination, if they 
were disposed to sign it, testifying to the churches what 
their views were in relation to my case. That certificate 
I here subjoin, with a portion of the names of the sign- 
ers. It is needless to take up room by inserting them 
all: — 

Whereas the council in Exeter, New Hampshire, in July, 
1844, in the case of the Rev. J. H. Faircliild, resulted that 
" unless he can present a clearer vindication of himself before 
some tribunal more competent than ourselves to compel the at- 
tendance of witnesses, and the utterance of all the truth, and till 
guch act be done, he ought not, and, so far as our decision goes, 
doe.4 not, longer hold the place of a minister in the church of 
Chri>t." And 

Whereas the llev. Mr. Fairchild did accordingly submit his 
case to a civil cx)urt, who fully acquitted him ; and 
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Whereas by the acquittal of that tribunal, Mr. Fiurchild'a 
Buspension from the ministry, according to the implied proviso 
in the result of the council, lias ceased ; and 

Whereas this construction of the result is, in our opinion, 
sustained by tlie fact that no special provision was made for the 
council to reassemble in case of such an acquittal ; and 

Whereas this construction is also, in our view, confirmed by 
the further fact that, after the lapse of several months since his 
acquittal, no measures are taken by the council to reassemble 
for any further action in the case. 

We, therefore, the undersigned, beg leave, as individuals, to 
say to all whom it may concern, that in our view on the ground 
of the result of council and the verdict of the jury, the Rev. 
Joy II. Fairchild is, and of right ought to be reinstated in his 
ministry, and restored to the fellowship and communion of the 
churches. 

Rev. Jonathan French, D. D., Northampton, N. H. 
" Samuel W. Clark, Greenland, " 

" Wm. Cogswell, D. D., Gilmanton, " 

" Nathaniel Bouton, D. D., Concord, « 

" John Richards, D. D., Hanover, « 

" Leonard Woods, D. D., Andover, Mass. 
«' Samuel C. Jackson, D. D., " " 

" Ebenezer Burgess, D. D., Dedham, " 
" Gardner B. Perry, D. D., E. Bradford, " 
« Alfred Ely, D. I)., Monson, " 

« Dudley Phelps, Groton, « 

« Nathan Munroe, W. Bradford « 

" Hubbard Winslow, Boston, ** 

" Joseph II. Towiie, ** « 

« Louis Dwijrht, " " 

« David T. Kimball, Ipswich, " 

" John March, Newbury port, " 

" S. Hopkins Emery, Bedford, « 

" Joel Mann, Salem, « 

" Amos Blanchard, D. D., Lowell, " 

« S. W. Hanks, " « 

" Reuben Emerson, South Reading, " 

" Joseph Vaill, D. 1)., Somers, Connecticut. 
" Asa Cummings, D. D., Portland, Me., and twenty4wo 
others. 

Judging from the readiness with which most of the 
gentlemen signed this paper to whom it ws^s presented. 
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1 presume that signatures might have been obtained to 
almost any amomit. But as soon as I had accepted 
the call to become the pastor of my present church, it 
was not deemed necessary to make any further efforts 
to get signatures, and none were made; because the 
council who should install me, it was thought, would 
act with authority and efficiency. But Dr. Adams 
seems to have been no more ready to yield to the opin- 
ion of these clergymen, than he was to submit to the 
verdict of the jury. 

Fifty-six members of the Phillips Church, having sent 
in a written request to be dismissed from that church, 
that they might be organized into a new one bearing the 
name of Pay son Church, an ecclesiastical council was 
convened for that purpose in the vestry of the Baptist 
meeting-house, on the 16th day of July, 1845. Eleven 
chiu-ches were represented. The council was organized 
by the choice of Rev. Dr. Burgess of Dedham as mode- 
rator, and Rev. Dudley Phelps of Grot on as scribe. 
There was much discussion and deliberation, and earnest 
opposition, especially by Dr. Adams. He suggested to a 
member of the council who sat near him, to ask the 
committee who had summoned them together, whether 
it was not their intention to call me to be their pastor. 
One of the council immediately arose and objected 
against the committee's answering any such questions. 
He said that they had come there to form a church, and 
not to question them as to their intended pastor ; and 
then added, " K we are going to allow such questions 
to be asked, we had better put on cardinal caps at 
once." The council, however, voted by a large majority 
to proceed to the organization of the church. The ser- 
vices were performed in the Baptist meeting-house on 
the evening of the same day. The Rev. William M. 
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Rogers, then pastor of Winter Sl^reet church, but now, 
I tnist, in heaven, preached the sermon. 

The Payson Church, soon after their organization, sent 
me an unanimous invitation to become their pastor, 
through their committee appointed for that purposCi 
both male and female members voting. After speaking 
of the time and place of the church-meeting, and the 
perfect unanimity of the call, the committee proceed as 
follows : — 



Permit us, dear Sir, in behalf of the Payson Church, to assure 
you that a spirit of the utmost harmony was manifested on the 
occasion, and the vote was received with the greatest cordiality 
and union. Many of the members of this new church have, for 
many years, been among your personal friends, — friends whom 
you have long loved and dearly cherished, — friends with whom 
you have, in years that are past, taken sweet counsel. We are 
now a little flock without a shepherd — without a leader ; and 
believing that God in his providence has indicated that you 
should become our spiritual guide and teacher, — that you 
should **lure to heaven, and direct the way," — we do most cor- 
dially and afTectionately invite you to come and break to us the 
bread of life. Mournful and sad was the day when you de- 
parted from us. Come back again, then, to your old friends 
and neighbors, — to your bi-ethren and sisters in Jesus, doubly 
endeared to many of them on account of your instrumentality, 
by the divine blessing, in bringing them to the Lamb of God. 
Come back to us, and though few in numbers and poor in purse, 
we are ready to share our last morsel with you and yours ; 
ready to throw open wide our doors to receive you, and to wel- 
come you with our whole liearts. Since you went from us, your 
trials have, indeed, been severe ; the storm that has raged around 
you has been menacing. But, thank heaven, you have been 
brought through the tempest unscathed. The wrath of man has 
not been permitted to overwhelm you. The clearest sunlight 
has again broke forth. The bright arch of hope again spans the 
clouds. Come back, then, we say, and fond hearts will again 
cluster around you. Here have we fixed our earthly homes ; 
here erected our family altars, from which, we trust, ascends the 
incense of contrite hearts ; and oh, beUeve us, you are not for- 
gotten in our offerings. Oh, it was cruel in your enemies to 
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hunt you like a partridge on the mountains, — to drive you to 
the verge of divStraction ; but may heaven forgive them, as we 
hope we do. Come back, and may the God of heaven bless 
both you and us. May we long dwell together in brotherly love 
and Christian fellowship ; and may no untoward event again sep- 
arate us while life endures ! Here let us together live. Here 
let us die. Here may we be buried, and at last meet in heaven 
to part no more forever. 

Yours in the faith and fellowship of the Gospel. In behalf 
of the committee, 

Calvin Walton, Chairman. 

On the receipt of this letter at Exeter, after perusing 
it with tears, I put it into the hands of a gentleman of 
education to read ; and as he returned it, he said, " that 
letter reminds one of the Declaration of Independence. 
It is worthy to be printed among the stars." The fol- 
lowing is my reply : — 

ExRTER, September 2, 1845. 
To THE MEMBERS OF THE PaTSON ChURCH : 

My dearly beloved, — I have received, through your commit- 
tee, your unanimous invitation, that I would become your pastor 
and teacher. This invitation, together with the kind and warm- 
hearted letter which accompanied it, excites in my bosom those 
emotions which no words of mine can adequately express. 
While reading that letter, the tears of joy started in my eyes ; 
and I thanked God for raising me up such friends as Solomon 
• describes, — friends " who love at all times." It would be in 
vain for me to attempt to give utterance to the feelings of grati- 
tude which now fill my hearL This renewed assurance of your 
affection and confidence, evidenced as it is by ^'our united and 
earnest request that I would return to my former field of labor, 
and again break to you the bread of life, demands from me an 
affirmative answer. Your hearts and prayers have been with 
me Bud for me in all my trials and persecutions. And though 
I cannot make any adequate return for your continued sympathy 
and kindness, yet I will do what I can. I most willingly accept 
jour invitation, and you may expect me with you the next Sab- 

And now, beloved, let us feel our dependence on God. 
Without his bleasin*^, our reunion will be in vain. With it, we 
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may expect the most happy results. Though small in numbers 
and in wealth, yet God can make " the little one to become a 
thousand/* If we are a united, a humble, and a praying peo- 
ple, God will prosper us. I shall come among you with a deter- 
mination to labor in the Lord's vineyard with all fidelity, — **to 
be instant in season and out of* season." It will not be my de- 
sign in coming back to you, to excite party strife, but, if possible, 
to allay it ; not to quarrel with any man, but, " as far as in me 
lies, to live peaceably with all men." And in the attainment of 
this object, I shall expect your hearty cooperation. We must 
study the things which make for peace. We must do our ]Mas- 
ter's business quietly and unobtrusively ; and should any Sanbal- 
lats and Tobias attempt to interrupt us, we must say, as did the 
prophet Nehemiah and his fellow-laborers, "we are doing a 
gi-eat work and caimot come down." Should any one say, " if a 
fox go up, he will break down the wall," we must not be diverted 
from our purpose, but make our prayer unto God, and leave the 
event with him. We must labor and pray for the peace of 
Jerusalem, — for the prosperity of Zion, — for tiie descent of the 
Holy Ghost, and the conversion of sinners unto God. 1 shall 
cherish a spirit of forgiveness towards all my enemies, and 
entreat you to do the same. Let this be our united and fervent 
prayer — ynay God forgive them ! 

As to my temporal wants, I trust that they will be supplied. 
That God, who '' feeds the young ravens when they cry unto 
him," will not permit me or mine to suflVr through hunger, or 
cold, or nakedness. I ca?t in my lot with youi-s. We must all 
make sacrifices and practise self-denial. And we shall most 
cheerfully do this, if we will only think of him "who, though he 
was rich, yet for our sakes became poor, that we through his 
poverty might be rich." Let us be diligent in the business of 
our respective callings, as duty requires, and at the same time 
live for Christ and the gooil of liis church, and we shall not 
want. Let us lay Jiside selfishness, cultivate a liberal spirit, and 
regard ourselves as the Lord's stewards, and then there will be 
no lack of means to sustain his cause. 

And now, my beloved friends, may the Lord smile on our re- 
union, and make it the occasion of great glory to himself and of 
unspeakable benefit to us and our children, both here and here- 
after. 

Yours in the bonds of Christian love, 

J. II. FAIRCniLD. 
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CHAPTER IX. 

On the first Sabbath in September, I began my labors 
as the religious teacher of the Payson Church. The 
committee had procured for me the Franklin Hall, in 
Barker's building, which was formerly occupied by the 
Methodist society, before they had ability to erect a 
church of their own, from which place we removed on 
the first Sabbath in January, 1846, into the more com- 
modious hall which we now occupy, at the corner of B 
street and Broadway, where we shall remain till our 
new church, which is now being erected, be so far fin- 
ished as to enable us to meet in the vestry. 

At the commencement of the services, I read the 
27th Psalm, which contains so many passages applica- 
ble to the strange circumstances in which I had been 
placed, that it seemed to some to be as appropriate as 
if it had been made expressly for the occasioui 

That the reader may see how wonderfully adapted the 
Bible is to all the afflictive circumstances of human life, 
I will here quote the whole of that psalm : — 

The Lord is my light and my salvation ; whom shall I fear? 
the Lord is the strength of my life ; of whom shall I be afraid ? 

When the wicked, even mine enemies and my foes, came upon 
me to eat up my flesh, they stumbled and fell. 

Though an host should encamp against me, my heart shall 
not fear ; though war should rise against me, in this will I bo 
confident. 

One thing have I desired of the Lord, that will I seek after ; 
that I may dwell in the house of the Lord all the days of my 
life, to behold the beauty of the Lord, and to inquire in his 
temple. 

For in the time of trouble he shall hide me in his pavilion : 

9 
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in the secret of his tabernacle shall he hide me ; he shall set me 
up upon a rock. 

And now shall my head be lifted up above mine enemies 
round about me : therefore will I offer in his tabernacle sacri- 
fices of joy ; I will sing, yea, I will sing praises unto the Lord. 

Hear, O Lord, when I cry with my voice : have mercy also 
upon me, and answer me. 

When thou saidst, Seek ye my face ; my heart said unto thee, 
Thy face, Lord, will I seek. , 

Hide not thy face far from me ; put not thy servant away in 
anger ; thou hast been my help ; leave me not, neither forsake 
me, O God of my salvation. 

When my father and my mother forsake me, then the Lord 
will take me up. 

Teach me thy way, O Lord, and lead me in a plain path, be- 
cause of mine enemies. 

Deliver me not over unto the will of mine enemies : for false 
witnesses are risen up against me, and such as breathe out 
cruelty. 

I had fainted, unless I had believed to see the goodness of the 
Lord in the land of the living. 

Wait on the Lord : be of good courage, and he shall strengthen 
thine heart : wait, I say, on the Lord. 

I selected my text from the 10th chapter of Acts, 
and 29th verse : " Therefore came I unto you without 
gainsaying, as soon as I was sent for ; I ask therefore 
for what intent ye have sent for me ? " particularly the 
last clause. 

I wish it was so that I could present to my readers the 
whole of that sermon ; but this cannot be done without 
excluding matters which are more especially adapted to 
the object of this book. I will, however, quote what 
peculiarly relates to that extraordinary occasion : — 

The circumstances of our present meeting, my friends, are 
quite peculiar. Never before did I address an audience with 
such emotions — emotions too big for utterance. And if ever, 
in preaching a sermon, I needed a remembrance in the prayers 
of Christians, — if I ever needed the grace of God to strengthen 
and sustain me, I need it this morning. The feelings whick 
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now fill my heart and suffuse my eyes, no words can adequately 
express. True, 1 have spoken in this hall before ; for when it 
was occupied by my brethren of the Methodis^t denomination, I 
accepted their kind invitation to preach to them on more occa- 
sions than one. It is also true that I have spoken to most of 
you who now hear me, from Sabbath to Sabbath, for many 
years ; but never before with feelings of such unusual charac- 
ter, and such unusual intensity. You do not wonder at this. 
You would indeed wonder if it were not so, when you consider 
the circumstances which have brought us together within these 
walls to-day. I do not intend to go into any detailed account 
of these matters. This is forbidden by the day, the occasion 
and the object of our present meeting. Neither have I any 
wish to disturb your feelings or mine by such a disgusting and 
painful recital. Besides, the whole story of my sufferings has 
already been published to the world, with which you are all 
familiar, so that neither duty nor necessity requires a recapitu- 
lation of them here. I would nither that they should be buried 
in peri)etual oblivion. 

But there is one thing which the sacredness of the day does 
not forbid me. I may express to you my heart-felt gratitude for 
the interest you have taken in my welfare, and for your sympa- 
thy and kindness in all my trials. In the darkest hour of my 
adversity, when my way seemed hedged up — when no light 
was breaking in upon my path, you still adhered to your former 
pastor. You acted the part of true, honest, firm, warm-hearted 
friends. You required evidence — evidence the most undoubted 
and conclusive, before you would believe that I had done any 
thing to forfeit your esteem and confidence. You doubtless 
made my case the subject of frequent and fervent prayer, that 
God would bring the truth to light, and deliver me, if innocent, 
from the snares which had been laid for my ruin. Nor did you 
pray in vain. The Lord appeared for my deliverance. And 
here I am, enjoying once more the delightful privilege of ad- 
dressing you in the name of your Saviour and mine. " What 
shall we render unto thee, O Lord, for all thy benefits ? We 
will take the cup of salvation, and pay thee our vows." 

But to my text. " I iisk for what intent ye have sent for 
rae ? " I take it for granted that your intent in sending for me 
is such as becomes a Christian people in sending for a Christian 
minister. You have sent for rae to the field of my former 
labors to preach the same gosjKjl which some of you have heard 
from my lips for a series of years, and which was blessed of God 
to the conversion of many sinners, and to the conversion of 
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some of you. Yes, I recognize those among you to-day, win 
are my spiritual children. And no wonder if there should ex- 
ist in your bosoms and mine, those peculiar feelings of inten^st 
and attachment which nothing but such an endearing relation- 
ship can produce. And now that I have come at your call, as 
did Peter at the call of Cornelius, can you answer the question 
of Peter in my text as did Cornelius — " Now, therefore, are w^e 
all present before God, to hear all things that are commanded 
thee of Grod." I believe you can ; and encouraged by this belief, 
I am bold to open my mouth once more before you, and to 
preach to you again " the glorious gospel of the blessed God." 

" I ask for what intent ye have sent for me ? " To this 
question, if you are honest men, but one answer can be given. 
ihu have sent for me to preach the doctrines, and inculcate the 
duties oftJie Gospel And this is the subject to which I would 
invite your attention this morning. 

I here made a brief statement of what I conceive to 
be the essential doctrines of the gospel, and which I 
felt bomid to preach. I dwelt at some length on the 
doctrine of salvation by grace through faith in Christ 
Jesus. And closed this branch of my subject as fol- 
lows : — 

My dear hearers, if my heart does not deceive me, to be 
made the instrument of dispensing this salvation to you, is the 
only ambition of my life. This is the chief object for which I 
would pant. I would make this the end of all my toils. To 
promote this, I would study and pray and meditate and preach 
and exhort. And when this is attained, I would forget all my 
previous difficulties and trials and labors and sorrows. I 
would say with Paul, " None of these things move me, neither 
count I my life dear unto myself, so that I might finish my 
course with joy, and the ministry which I have received of the 
Lord Jesus, to testify the gospel of the grace of God. God 
is my record how greatly I long after you all in the bonds of 
Jesus Christ." 

I here proceeded to the second part of my subject. 

But to hear the doctrines of the gospel proclaimed was not 
your only intent in sending for me. It was hkewise your intent 
that I should dwell much in my preaching on the practical du- 
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lies of tbe gospel. For what is doctrine without practice ? A 
foundation without a building. It is worthy of remark, that 
the Saviour does not say by tlieir doctrines ye shall know them, 
but by their fruits. You are to build for eternity ; and when 
you have laid the foundation in sound doctrine, you are not to 
imagine that your work is done. It is then only begun. A 
superstructure is to be raised, and finished, and furnished. You 
must not only believe, but (zct. 

And what are you to do ? You are to " work out your own 
salvation with fear and trembling," and " give all diligence to 
make your calling and election sure." You are to " remember 
the Sabbath day to keep it holy," riot doing your own work, or 
thinking your own thoughts, or uttering your own words ; not 
devising schemes for the accumulation of richerf, or posting up 
your accounts, or journeying for pleasure or profit, or conversing 
on worldly business ; but in meditating on serious subjects, in 
reading the Scriptures, in communing with God, in imparting 
religious instruction to children, and in assembling together for 
public and social worship. You are to practise "whatsoever 
things are true, honest, just, pure, lovely, and of good report, 
doing unto others as you would that others should do unto you," 
fulfilling your contracts, performing your promises, and paying 
your debts. You are to avoid deception, fraud, double-dealing, 
lying, slandering, whispering, backbiting, talebearing, extor^ 
tion, envy, malice, covetousness, ccnsoriousness, revenge fulness, 
and lewdness ; thus giving evidence to all around that you are 
" crucifying the flesh with its affections and lusts," — governing 
your appetites and passions, — bringing forth the fruits of the 
spirit, and proving to a demonstration that " you have been with 
Jesus." You are to put on that charity which suffereth long 
and is kind ; which sceketh not her own ; which is not easily 
provoked; which thinketh no evil; which rejoiceth — not in 
iniquity, but rejoiceth in the truth ; which beareth all things, 
believeth all things, hopeth all things, endurcth all things ; re- 
membering that without this charity, all your pretensions to 
religion are no better than " sounding brass or a tinkling cym- 
bal." You are to " love your enemies, bless them that curse 
you, do good to them that hate you, and pray for them that 
despitefully use you and persecute you." You must " recom- 
pense no man evil for evil." You must have hearts to feel, and 
eyes to weep for others' woes. You must "put on bowels of 
mercies, kindness, humbleness of mind, meekness, longsuffer- 
ing, forbearing one another, and forgiving one another." If 
your enemy hunger, you must feed him ; if he thirst, you must 

9* 
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give him drink ; that by so doing you may heap coals of fire on 
his head to melt him to repentance. You are not to be over- 
come of evil, but to overcome evil with good ; thus imitating 
the example of him *' who, when he was reviled, reviled not 
again ; when he suffered he threatened not," but committed him- 
self to him who saith, ** vengeance is mine, I will repay." 

You who are parents, are " not to provoke your children unto 
wrath, but bring them up in the nurture and admonition of the 
Lord." You who are children, " are to obey your parents in all 
things ; for this is well pleasing unto God." You who are hus- 
bands are to " love your wives, and be not bitter against them." 
You who are wives, are to " submit yourselves unto your own 
husbands, a** it is fit in the Lord." You who are masters are 
"to give unto your servants that which is just and equal, know- 
ing that ye also have a Master in heaven." You who are ser- 
vants '* are to obey in all things your masters according to the 
flesh, not with eye-service as men plcasers, but in singleness of 
heart, fearing God." You who are groaning under the burden 
of sin, and anxious to obtain deliverance, are to listen to the in- 
vitation of the Redeemer, " Come unto me all ye that labor and 
are heavy laden, and I will give you rest." You who are in 
any trouble, whether of mind or body, are to be ** patient in 
tribulation," remembering that it is through much tribulation 
you must enter the kingdom of God. You who are still im- 
penitent are " to confess and forsake your sins, and turn unto 
the Lord, that he may have mercy upon you." You must exer- 
cise repentance towards God, and faith towards our Lord Jesus 
Christ, and flee to ^ the strong-hold while you are prisoners of 
hope." 

Thus you see, my hearers, that I am to preach to you not 
only the doctrines^ but the ditties of the gospel. These God 
hath joined together; and woe be to him who attempts to put 
them asunder. £x[)ect then from me frequent exhortations to 
rouse you to your duties. 

After some affectionate and earnest exhortation on 
this point, I closed as follows : — 

Never before, my brethren, did we attend a meeting like this, 
BO peculiar, so solemn, so affecting. When we look back to the 
strange events which have taken place since our separation, and 
the remarkable movements in the providence of God which have 
brought us together again, our reunion becomes not only a mat- 
ter of wonder, but of joy and rejoicing. You have been regu- 
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larlj constitated into a church of Christ, and admitted to the 
fellowship of sister churches. The rapidly increasing popula- 
tion in this section of the city, if there was no oilier reason, 
would fully justify the step you have taken. At your unani- 
mous request I have come among you to labor as your pastor 
and teacher. And why should I not come at your call ? I have 
a grateful heart. And surely if ever a debt of gratitude was 
due to any people, it is due from me to you, who have stood by 
me in my trials and persecutions, while others forsook me, and 
joined bands, and hearts, and heads, and pens, and tongues 
against me. For this I thank you, and hope to make you some 
compensation by feasting you on the rich provisions of the Gros- 
pel, — by leading you into the green pastures and beside the 
still waters, — by sympathizing with you in all your afflictions ; 
weeping with them that weep ; binding up the broken heart, and 
wiping the tear from the eye of sorrow. I came also from a 
sense of duty to myself. For where else could I hope to labor 
successfully, if not among the people who best know me and 
the story of my wrongs, and who have clung to me with a love 
* so firm, so constant, so ardent, so true ? I have consulted many 
judicious and pious friends, both ministers and laymen, as to my 
duty in this matter ; and all, without exception, advised me to 
return to my old field of labor, and work here with all the zeal 
and fidelity in my power. For this purpose have I come, and 
not to sow the seeds of discord among brethren, — not to quar- 
rel with any one, but to " be quiet and do my own business," — 
to " seek the things which make for peace, and things whereby 
one may edify another," and to exhort you " to go and do like- 
wise." 

Beloved brethren and friends, weighty responsibilities now 
rest upon us. We have a great work to do. But, under God, 
we may hope for success. We are a band of brothers and sis- 
ters, united in feeling and aflection. We are of one heart and 
one mind. We are not divided in sentiment or purpose. One 
is not for Paul, and another for Apollos, and another for Ce- 
phas, but we are all, I trust, for Christ Of course we shall all 
be united in effort, striving together in our prayers and exertions, 
and for the conversion of sinners and the increase of the church. 
For myself I expect not a life of indolence and ease among you, 
but of labor — constant and persevering labor. But to this I have 
long been accustomed, as you yourselves well know. Only let 
me have your cooperation, your encouragement, and your 
prayers, and I shall not labor in vain, or spend my strength for 
nought Grod is now blessing me with far better health than I 
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have enjoyed for many years ; and if it please him to continue 
it, I design to toil unceasingly for your good, " being instant in 
Beaton and out of season/* 

We have entered on an arduous, though honorable and praise- 
wortliy enterprise ; and for a while at least, we must make great 
sacrifices, and practise much self-denial. But our cause is good, 
and sure I am tliat wc shall not say on a dying bed, or at the 
bar of judgment, tliat we labored too much, or denied ourselves 
too much, or contributed too much to sustain so goo<l a cause. 
For remember, it is not our own cause whicii we seek to pro- 
mote, but the cause of Christ ; not our own party which we 
seek to build uj), but the party of Christ. We have no nltur 
here to set up against altar, — no warfare to wage against 
churches, or societies, or pastors, or individuals around us. We 
wish to go on in our Master's work quietly and unobtrusively, and 
as much as lieth in us, to live peaceably with all men of every 
sect and of eveiy name. We wish so to demean ourselves that 
if others will speak ill of us, it shall be done falsely. Those who 
prefer wonshipping with us will of course be gratified in that 
preference, none daring to molest them or make them afraid. ' 
To all such we shall bid a cordial welcome ; but we wish for no 
involuntary — no unwilling worshippers. And such I am sure 
we shall not have. I am sure that none will join us but those 
who can give us their sympathy, their confidence, their influence, 
their prayers, and, as God shall prosper them, a portion of 
their substiince to encourage and sustain us. And with such a 
band, though not rich or numerous, yet so united in feeling and 
so harmonious in action, we may expect that God will send 
down upon us his spirit, and bless us with prosperity. 

Having thus commenced my labors, I was hoping 
that I should be permitted to pursue them without mo- 
lestation. I did not think that even Dr. Adams could 
have a heart to pursue me any further. But alas ! how 
sadly disappointed have I been in my expectations ! It 
was deemed advisable that at an early day I should be 
installed as pastor of the Pay son Church ; for I soon 
learnt that the deacons and other enemies were publicly 
declaring that I had no right to preach, having been 
put out of the ministry, and never regularly restored. 
To put a stop to this calumny I found it necessary to 
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have a council called who should have authority to act 
in this matter, and who by installing me would settle 
that question, that it might no longer be urged as a 
reason why people should keep aloof from my place of 
worship on the ground that I was an intruder into the 
sacred office. We soon made arrangements to carry 
this purpose into effect, and ultimately fixed upon the 
19th day of November as the time for assembling an in- 
stalling council. Having done this, my next object was 
to select a preacher. I soon determined to ask either 
Dr. Woods of Andover or Dr. Codman of Dorchester. 
I hesitated awhile about Dr. Woods, because I was so 
little acquainted with him ; but finally concluded to ap- 
ply to him first. Accordingly I sought an interview 
with him at Andover, and asked him if he was willing 
to preach the sermon at my proposed installation. Dr. 
Burgess was with me. But neither of us used any ar- 
guments or entreaties to induce him to give a favorable 
answer. On reflecting a short time he said that he 
knew of no reason why he should not comply with my 
request, and if his health would permit, I might depend 
on him for that service. The fact that he was to preach 
soon became public, and was announced in the papers ; 
for we did not wish " to do this thing in a corner." 
And I am truly sorry to be obliged to state, as duty will 
require me to do in the sequel, what unjustifiable efforts 
were made to induce him to fall back from his engage- 
ment. We then determined on the members of the 
council, and issued the letters missive. And seldom 
has a more venerable and respectable council ever as- 
sembled in Massachusetts for the purpose of installing 
a clergyman. 

As soon as the council was organized on Wednesday 
morning, a remonstrance was handed to the moderator 
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by Dr. Blagden of the Old South church and Rev. Silas 
Aiken of Park Street church, signed by fourteen pastors 
of orthodox churches in Boston and vicinity, protesting 
against the council's proceeding to my installation. The 
remonstrance was in the handwriting of Dr. Adams. I 
thought then, and think so still, that it would have been 
much more to the credit of those gentlemen if they had 
allowed Dr. Adams to present his own remonstrance. 
And I presume that they think so now. Having pre- 
sented it, they immediately withdrew. Here, then, were 
Congregational clergymen professedly standing on the 
Cambridge Platform, protesting against the doings of a 
regular council without the concurrence of their churches. 
This is a kind of Congregationalism of which our Puri- 
tan fathers knew nothing. And the less their sons know 
of it the better, unless they are willing to give up all 
ecclesiastical power into the hands of the clergy, and re- 
tain nothing for the churches. 

I shall not examine at this time and' place critically 
into the merits of that document; this can better be 
done after I shall have advanced further in my story. 
Suffice it here to say, that the remonstrance is founded 
chiefly on the inexpediency of my being installed over 
a church in Boston, — if indeed anywhere. Now 
when Dr. Adams wrote that remonstrance, he had 
previously caused to be inserted in the book of records 
of the Suffolk South Association that preamble and 
vote of January 7, 1845, which has already passed un- 
der the reader's eye, declaring me to have been proved 
guilty, by the Exeter council, of three infamous crimes, 
and which preamble and vote he has since solemnly 
and frequently reaffirmed, and, for aught I know to the 
contrary, still holds it to be a true record. And here I 
ask, if that record was true, or if Dr. Adams believed it 
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true, why did he not incorporate it into his remon- 
strance? That would have been sufficient, with no 
other signature but his own. He would then have been 
under no necessity of applying to other clergymen for 
their signatures, — certainly not, for sending, as he did, 
to Newburyport to Drs. Dana and Dimmick for them to 
unite in the protest. Yes, that preamble and vote, if 
true, (and he said they were true,) had been sent to that 
council in his remonstrance, their proceedings would 
have been arrested at once ; for if that council had in- 
stalled me with such a record before them, they would 
have been the objects, and deservedly so, of the con- 
tempt and indignation of the whole community. The 
bare fact that he did not send that preamble and vote 
to the council, shows a consciousness of its falsity. And 
had he inserted it.in his remonstrance, I do not believe 
that he could have obtained a single name, except his 
own — no, nor even that ; for he has not moral courage 
enough to do such a deed in the sight of honest men, 
like those who composed that council. 

When the remonstrance was presented Dr. Woods 
was at his lodgings, too feeble to be with the council, 
unless especially needed. From what had been said 
and written to him, £Cs I afterwards ascertained, he 
doubtless anticipated trouble ; and so he sent a note to 
the council signifying to them, that if his presence was 
required, he must be sent for. His judgment was 
needed with regard to the proper notice to be taken of 
that remonstrance. Some were disposed to take no 
notice of it at all, but lay it on the table as an insult, as 
if they did not know how to act in the matter before 
them, without their dictation ; knowing just as well 
the merits of the case on which they were called to act, 
as the remonstrants themselves. And so Dr. Woods 
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was called in. He said in his peculiarly mild way, 
" those are good brethren, though they are under a great 
mistake here ; still I think we had better read the paper, 
and appoint a committee to make a brief reply." The 
paper was therefore read, and the committee appointed. 
The Dr. remarked, that one objection they could very 
easily remove, — and that was, I had never been regu- 
larly restored to my office; for, said he, "we are an 
ecclesiastical council, and have full power to restore 
IVIr. Fairchild to office, even if he is not already re- 
stored." And so he himself drew up the following reso- 
lution : — 

Resolved, — That it is the judgment of this council, that, on 
the ground of the evidence exhibited before the court of justice, 
and the verdict of the jury, taken in connection with the result 
of the ecclesiastical council at Exeter, the Rev. Mr. Fairchild 
ought of right to be, and he is regarded by us as in good stand- 
ing as a minister of the gospel, and that if we proceed to install 
him as pastor of this church, it will be on this principle. 

And yet in the face of this resolution, emanating 
from such a source. Dr. Adams and his associates, 
deny me the standing of a Christian minister, and have 
been pursuing me to this day as though I had been pro- 
nounced by the verdict of my peers, a felon and an out- 
law! 



MFB OF REV. J. H. FAIRCHILD. 109 



CHAPTER X. 

Thb council, having previously attended to the pre- 
liminary steps, such as examining the candidate as to 
his doctrinal and experimental acquaintance with the 
gospel, and his ability to defend it, voted to proceed 
with the installing services at two o'clock, p. m., and as- 
signed the parts as follows : — Invocation and reading 
the Scriptures to Rev. Nathan Munroe ; prayer to Rev, 
Dr. Sheldon; sermon to Rev. Dr. Woods; installing 
prayer to Rev. Reuben Emerson ; charge to Rev. Dr. 
French ; right hand of fellowship to Rev. Dr. Burgess ; 
concluding prayer to Rev. David T. Kimball. 

The services were performed in accordance with the pre- 
ceding arrangement. The following gentlemen having 
been invited to sit on the council, sent letters apologiz- 
ing for their absence. Rev. Dudley Phelps of Groton, 
Rev. Nathaniel Bouton, D. D., of Concord, N. H., Rev. 
Giardner B. Perry, D. D., of East Bradford, and Rev. Al- 
fred Ely, D. D., of Monson. Two of those gentlemen 
had previously engaged to attend an ordination else- 
where on the same day. One was confined to his house 
by sickness, and the other by the infirmities of age. As 
the letters were all in a similar strain, approving the ob- 
ject for which the council had been called, I need not 
insert them here. I will give only one, principally for 
the reason that he was my theological instructor. Rev. 
Dr. Ely. 

Monson, Noycmber 15, 1854. 
Rev. J. H. FAracniLD: — 

Dear Sir, — I received tlie invitation of the Payson Church 
and Society to sit in council, to be convened on the 19th inst. 

10 
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for your installation. I am sorry to say that the season of the 
year, togellier with my age and infirmities, will probably pre- 
vent my attendance ; but you will have enough without me. 
AvS I have been fully acquainted with your character and relig- 
ious views from the beginning, and also have been informed in 
all the proceedings in your late trial, I should fully acquiesce in 
that result which shall install you as pastor of that church, and 
minister of that people. That such might to be and will be the 
result I have no doubt. 

Yours with Christian affection and sympathy, 

Alfred Ely. 

After the public services, the Rev. Drs. French, Shel- 
don, and Burgess, the committee appointed to make a 
respectful reply to the remonstrance of Dr. Adams, 
signed by himself and others, reported as follows, which 
was unanimously adopted. 

The Ecclesiastical Council convened in this place at the 
retjuest of the Payson Church, send greeting to Rev. Messrs. 
Blagden, Aiken, and other ministers in Boston and vicinity: — 

Rkverend and dear Brethren, — Your communication 
addressed to us through our moderator, was read and seriously 
considered. 

In rei)ly, we would fully express our respect for your charac- 
ter and our regard to you personally. We trust you have, w^ith 
sincerity, and from Christian motives, stated your views. We 
doubt not that, when you are called to act as members of eccle- 
siastical bodies, you do it in the fear of God, and in reference 
to the account to be rendered at the last day. We hope you 
will allow us also to act on our own conviction of duty ; and 
it is with this conviction that we have unanimously voted to 
install the Rev. Mr. Fairchild as pastor of the Payson Church. 
We have found that this church was regularly organized by a 
council fully competent, and well acquainted with the circum- 
stances of the churches in this vicinity. 

We are, brethren, with sincere regards, yours in the faith 
and fellowship of the gospel. In behalf of the council, 

D. T. Kimball, Scribe. 

The opposition which it was well known beforehand 
would be made to my installation, brought together 
many individuals who would, probably, not otherwise 
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have attended. Among this number was the late Rev. 
William B. Tappan, " whom to know was but to love." 
He listened with deep interest and many tears during 
the installing services. He was previously made ac- 
quainted with the fact that a remonstrance (or as he 
humorously called it), a monster was going to be led 
into the council-chamber to frighten them away, with- 
out daring to act in the premises. He wished to com- 
mend them for their independence and Christian bold- 
ness in determining to do what they believed to be 
right, regardless of such formidable opposition. Im- 
mediately on his return he wrote me the following lines, 
which came safely to hand the next day. 

" Honor to these ! the reverend and the wise, 

Free from liot blood and hastmcFs of youth, — 

Who search, and find, and vindicate the Truth ; 
And *mid carth^s cynosure of anj^ry eyes. 
Look to the calm attestment of the skies 

Unmoved, though names and influence join the cry 

Of coarse and keen assassins — * Crucify ! * 
Conscience acquits them. The death-hour that tries 

Severest, shall approve the worthy deed 
Of blessing the oppressed when bad men rail. 

Think on their meed 

When the white throne is set, and worlds are pale I 

My God ! their prayer who heeded anguish, do Thou heed I 
Wednesday evening^ Nov. 19, 1845." 

I retired to rest that night with my mind greatly re- 
lieved from the anxiety and distress which the scenes of 
the day had occasioned, thinking that now my troubles 
were over, and that Dr. Adams would submit to the 
doings of such a respectable council, and no longer seek 
my niin in the face of such high ecclesiastical authority. 
But my bright hopes of being let alone to do my Mas- 
ter's work without further annoyance, were soon shrouded 
in darkness. His defeat by the council, so far from 
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calming and restraining him from pursuing me further, 
seemed only to inspire him with new zeal and a more 
fixed determination to accomplish his long cherished 
purpose of silencing my voice as a preacher. 

There were several members of Dr. Adams's church 
residing in South Boston at that time, who attended on 
my ministry, and wished for membership in the Payson 
Church. Early in December, a gentleman and his wife, 
members of Dr. Adams's church, presented a letter to 
that church, and requested to be dismissed and recom- 
mended to my church. Dr. Adams was very earnest in 
his opposition to the granting of the request, and said that 
he would resign his office sooner than sign such a letter. 
I was told, too, by those who heard him, that he stated 
to his church that my church was not regularly organ- 
ized, nor was I regularly in the ministry, and that Dr. 
Woods consented to preach my installation sermon by 
the influence and entreaties of Dr. Burgess, which was 
totally untrue ; and also that I was afraid to have the 
Exeter council come together again to take any further 
action in my case, which he represented to his church 
as a suspicious circumstance. The subject was then 
postponed for further consideration, and, finally, on the 
evening of the 26th of December the request of this 
gentleman and his wife was refused by a vote of eleven 
to sixteen. 

I will here state that while Dr. Adams was refusing 
with such obstinate persistence to recommend his mem- 
bers to my church, Dr. Woods, ascertaining the fact, and 
having been his theological instructor, writes him a kind 
letter, entreating him to change his course. I will here 
give the testimony of Dr. Woods, under oath. He says, 
" I had a correspondence with Mr. Adams in relation to 
the dismissal of his church-members. I endeavored to 
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satisfy him of the necessity of giving such dismissals. 
Ih". Adams replied by expressing a strong conviction in 
his mind that Mr. Fairehild was not worthy to be sus- 
tained in the ministry." Dr. Adams, it seems, thought 
himself wiser than his venerable teacher. 

It was now very evident to my mind that I must 
have farther controversy with Dr. Adams in self-defence, 
or lie down and allow him to trample me in the dust^ 
and break up and scatter my flock. I concluded, there- 
fore, that the first and most judicious, and perhaps the 
most successful step, would be to appoint a committee 
of my church to review his remonstrance, which he in- 
duced that amiable and worthy brother. Dr. Blagden, to 
present to the council at my installation. We perceived 
as soon as we read the remonstrance, that it was founded 
on false premises, and contained statements which the 
facts in the case would not warrant. But we were will- 
ing, for the sake of peace, to let it pass unnoticed, and 
were resolved not to trouble ourselves or agitate the 
public mind any further with our difficulties, well know- 
ing that such controversies among ministers and 
churches could be productive of nothing but evil. After 
much reflection we came to the conclusion that we 
were now brought to that point where further forbear- 
ance would cease to be a virtue. Therefore on the 12th 
day of January, 1846, after learning what Dr. Adams 
had said about resigning his office rather than recom- 
mend his members to our church, we appointed a com- 
mittee of three to consider that remonstrance, and to 
take such action in the case as might seem to them most 
expedient and proper. In due time this committee gave 
their views of the remonstrance, which were soon laid 
before the public in a printed form. And it is to this 
review that I referred on a preceding page, when speak- 

10* 
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ing of the many attempts which were made after my 
acquittal in court, to prevail on the moderator and scribe 
of the Exeter council to reassemble that body to reverse 
their decision. No suitable reply could have been made 
to the remonstrance without adducing the correspond- 
ence which then took place between myself and others 
on the subject of recalling that council. And I now 
propose to copy such portions of that. review as may 
seem necessary to let my readers see that the fault, if 
any there be, for not reassembling that council, does not 
rest on me. 

The chief objection which the signers of the remon- 
strance urge upon the council against their installing me 
is, that I was deposed from the ministry and not reg- 
ularly restored. To avoid repetition, I will pass over 
what my committee here say in answer to this objec- 
tion, and insert certain letters written by respectable 
clergymen, giving their views on the subject of my 
deposition from the ministry, and the recalling of the 
Exeter council, which my committee published and 
commented thereon in their reply to Dr. Adams's remon- 
strance. 

The first letter is one addressed to me by the Rev. Dr. 
French of North Hampton. I give it entire : — 

North Hampton, N. H., Sept. 15, 1845. 

Rev. and dear Sir, — I return to you the letter which you 
recoivcd from Dr. Stones. I admire the frankness, integrity, and 
kindncvss which it exhibits. With measures which have been 
taken in regard to the reassembling of tlie former council, he 
does not seem to be acquainted. If he were, I think he would 
see that your only alteniative is either to cease entirely hence- 
forth from the exercise of your ministry, or retain the position 
in which from the first you believed you were placed by the 
result as followed by the acquittal. 

It may not perhaps be amiss for me to state on paper a few 
facts, which you may, if you wish, communicate to any of your 
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friends who may think that further efforts should be made to 
obtain a formal reversion of the decision of the council. You 
have, I suppose, similar facts in your possession. I will state a 
few things within my own knowledge. 

In April I received a letter from one of the most respectable 
and influential ministers in the centre of the State, inclosing a 
letter from a no less respectable minister in the western part of 
the State. The writers voluntarily and distinctly expressed the 
opinion that it was the duty of the council to reassemble and 
reverse their decision, and called for some measures to be taken 
to effect it. I did not consider this business as devolving on 
me. My own opinion was that the term for which you were 
suspended had terminated, the acquittal having set you at 
liberty to resume the exercise of your ministry. But as the 
Christian public did not appear to be satisfied with the silence 
of the council, it seemed desirable tliat in justice to you and to 
themselves, they should in some way alFirm the decision of the 
court. The letters referred to were read to the Piscataqua As- 
sociation, who, witliout discussing the subject, desired two of 
their members, who were of the majority of the council, to cor- 
respond with the scribe, or with the moderator and scribe, about 
a reassembling. About the middle of May, one of the brethren 
communicated to me Brother Dimmick's reply, as follows : — 

" Mr. Fairchild has given to our result a construction which 
it will allow, though I do not think it is what the council con- 
templated. For myself, I supposed further action would be 
had by the council in case of further light. In the present 
]K)sition of affairs, I do not see that we have any thing further to 
do. Suppose we should come together again, with independent 
minds, to reexamine the case and rejudge it, in the new light 
now said to shine on it, would Mr. Fairchild, if his construction 
of our result be correct, be under any obligation to acknowledge 
us? If we should ask him to recall his witnesses, or give us 
the new testimony, would he not have a right to say, * Gentle- 
men, I have your verdict already, and have complied with it,' 
etc. If Mr. Fairchild expressly calls the council together 
again, and recommits the whole subject to them for adjudication, 
receding from his present construction of our former result, then 
I think the council may properly reassemble. The way will 
be plain. Otherwise I think we have nothing further to do in 
the case." To this quotation was added : " He says that Dr. 
Dana concurs with him in the views he has expressed.*' 

Some of your friends had prepared a letter to the moderator 
and scribe, expressly recjuesting the reassembling of the counciL 
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The letter, to which there was several signatures, was handed 
to me, with a request that I would present it to two of the min- 
isters in the vicinity who were of the majority of the council, 
and both of tliem candid as well as conscientious men. One of 
them declined signing it on the ground that the reassembling of 
the council was unnecessary, and that it ought to be establisiied 
as a principle, that an acquittal by the civil court restores the 
person acquitted to his former functions. The other declined 
giving his signature unless you would engage to submit your 
case again to the council, the investigation to be taken up where 
it closed before, and the new evidence examined. 

With these and other developments of the diverse views ex- 
isting among the members of the council, it seemed to me that 
should we reassemble, we should " come together not for the 
better, but for the worse," in respect to the members of the 
council themselves, and the cause of religion. You were ad- 
vised to stay the proceedings of your friends in regard to 
requesting the recalling of the council, and to have such as 
might be disposed give you their opinions, as individuals, on the 
operation of the result of council, followed as it was by your 
acquittal in the civil court ; and let these opinions pass for what 
the Christian community might account them worth. 

Dr. Storrs exj)resses his conviction that nothing but a " coun- 
cil of some sort — the old one if jwssible, or as large a part of 
it as can be collected — and a review by them of your case as 
it now stands, with such a result as they would doubtless arrive 
at," will '* restore you to universal confidence and your former 
usefulness." 

You did think of another council, but our highly esteemed 
moderator, in his letter which you showed me, said, ** I have se- 
rious doubts as to the regularity and expediency of the measure. 
The council, if assembled, will be strictly of an ex parte charac- 
ter. Can they speak with the requisite authority and effi- 
ciency ? " 

As to the former council — if it luis nothing further to do in 
your case, unless yon, with the provisos named to you, ex- 
pressly call us together, that question is undoubtedly settled. 
The members of that council, should we reassemble, would 
doubtless all act honestly. But enough has transpired to make 
it evident that we should not act unitedly. And did not your 
entire and honorable jictpiittal, of which you have been fully put 
in possession, cost too much time, privation, and suffering, to say 
nothing of pecuniary expense, to be given over to our uncer- 
tain management and disposal ? Would it be right to submit 
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the whole case to us far cidjudicaHaiu — to refer it back from a 
tiibunal acknowledged through the land to be fully conrjpetent, 
to one which has justly, from the nature' of the case, declared it- 
eelf to be incompetent to compel the attendance of witnei^ses, and 
the utterance of all the truth ; and which remains, and must re- 
main, in these points, as incompetent as before ? 

The council leave you in your present position, having noth- 
ing further to do in your case, thus tacitly acquiescing at least, 
in the adjudication of the civil court, and in your construction 
of the result. If there is any thing uncongregational in the mat- 
ter. I do not see that you are responsible. It would have been 
Congregational in the days of the Mathers, for a church, (and 
the same principle applies to councils,) in such a case as yours, 
to liave deferred coming to a decision, till the civil court had 
tiiken cognizance of the case, and compelled witnesses to give in 
their testimonials. 

But it was my purpose to state some facts in regard to the 
position in which you are placed, rather than to remark upon it. 
Jday it please God to direct and overrule every thing in your 
ca«5e, as shall promote his glory, the interests of truth and right- 
eousness, the peace of our Zion, and your own satisfaction, use- 
fulness, and comfort. 

Yours in the gospel, 

Jonathan French. 

The following are the letters referred to by Mr. French as 
having been read to the Piscataqua Association : — 

Hanover, N. H., April 2, 1845. 
Rev. N. Bouton: — 

Dear Sir, — Yesterday I read for the first time, Mr. Fair- 
child's defence of himself, not having been able to get hold of it 
before. Previously I had not read any account of the trial 
at Exeter, nor any thing about it, except now and then a short 
paragraph, and the review and rejoinder in the Puritan. So 
far as I had any opinion, it was unfavorable ; but I was anx- 
iously waiting for the trial at Boston, to see the evidence on Mr. 
Fairchild's side. That trial passed, and I have seen the evi- 
dence. The result is my entire conviction of his innocence, and 
an abhorrence of his malicious persecutors. I am equally con- 
vinced that it is the duty of the council to reassemble and re- 
verse their decision. The legal tribunals of the country, espec- 
ially of Massachusetts, stand immeasurably higher than the 
council at Exeter, having only the evidence on one side before 
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them, and should be regarded. The Suffolk Association also, 
for the same reason, should reverse their decision. 

But I fear lest the obstinacy of human nature, which hates 
to acknowledge an error or a fault, will make them delay or re- 
fuse to do what is right in this case. The cause of religion and 
Congregationalism hiU'« suffered grievously in this whole matter. 
As an individual, and as a minister, I feel it ; and therefore, as 
well as for justice to Mr. Fairchild, I wish to see the brethren 
of the council and association reverse their decisions. And I 
wish to see them do it without delay. They need not be afraid 
of hasty action, having so good a precedent, that is, their own ; 
for they acted hastily on one-sided evidence. If they acted right 
then in respect to haste, a fortiori they would act right now 
in the same respect, having the evidence of both sides before 
them. 

I suppose your sympathies have been with Mr. Fairchild 
from the beginning, and as you are in the centre of the State, I 
think you are called upon to interest yourself in the matter. I 
will help do any thing to follow out the feelings expressed above, 
if there is need of any thing being done. I hope there will be 
no need, but that the decisions will be reversed promptly. 
Yours in the gospel, 

John Richards. 

Mr. Bouian^t l^Uer to Mr, French. 

Concord, April 8, 1845. 
Rev. Jonathan French: — 

Dear Sir, — I take the liberty to forward the inclosed letter 
to you, expressing my entire concurrence in the opinions ex- 
pressed. As you were one of the older members of the coun- 
cil and near to Exeter, it has occurred to me that it would be 
suitable for you to take proper steps for the reassembling of the 
council. I am somewhat at a loss how it can, or rather ought 
to be, done. Would it be competent for the moderator and 
scribe of council to issue a call? or might it properly como 
from the church in Exeter? I earnestly hope that something 
will be done, and that our reproach will be wiped away. 
With much respect and esteem, 

I am very truly yours, 

Nathaniel Bouton. 

Early in IMay or June the Woburn Association passed a re- 
Bolve, and sent it to the moderator, requesting him to reassem- 
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blc the council for the purpose of rescinding their decision by a 
formal vote ; but without effect. We have the moderator's let- 
ter in reply before us ; but as it is in substance a copy of lua 
letter to Sir. Fairchild, it will not be necessary to publish it. 
We will now give Mr. Fairchild*s letter to Dr. Dana. 

Exeter, June 5, 1845. 

My bear Sir, — After consultation had with several gen- 
tlemen of high character and standing in the ministry and 
the church, I am convinced that it is not my duty to request 
you to reassemble the council. It seems to be the general opin- 
ion that if the council reassemble at aU, it should be done with- 
out any agency of mine. My understanding of the matter is 
this: after having been before the proper legal tribunal, as 
was virtually recommended by the council in their result, and 
obtained an honorable acquittal, I should at once be restored to 
my office. Such was the opinion of my legal advisers, and of 
the Rev. Messrs. Hopkins, Burgess, and French, who were 
members of the council, and who immediately invited me into 
their pulpits. I further understood that if I was acquitted by 
the court, the officers of the council would forthwith reassemble 
that body for the purpose of reversing their decision by a for- 
mal vote. I thought I had reason to expect this from a com- 
munication in the New England Puritan, written by the scribe, 
and professedly expressive of the views of the council, in which 
he says, '* Should another tribunal elicit new facts, and put a 
new face upon things more favorable to Mr. Fairchild, none 
will more gladly hail the light than those who have now felt 
constrained to vote against him. Should evidence be produced 
effecting his entire exculpation, and setting him forth to the 
world as an innocent man, they would haste with unutterable 
joy to reverse their present decision, and reckon him again 
among the faithful ministers of Jesus." Such evidence^ in the 
opinion of an impartial jury, has been produced ; but there has 
been no reassembling of the council to reverse their decision. 

From the letter of the scribe to the Rev. Mr. McEwen, it 
seems to be his opinion that the council have nothing further to 
do in the case, unless I expressly call them together again, and 
submit the whole case to them for adjudication, receding from 
my present construction of their former result* To reassemble 
the council for such a purpose, after I have done all which their 
decision seemed to require of me, is deemed unreasonable in 
itself, while it will subject me to an expense which I can ill 
afford to bear. 
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I receive intimations from all quarters that further action in 
my case is desirable. Such action is deemed by many wise and 
good men to be due to the ministry and the churches, as well as 
to myself. The probability, therefore, is, that I shall take some 
such action as I suggested to you in our late interview. And 
had you not signified to me your wish not to be invited for rea- 
sons which you mentioned, an invitation would be extended to 
you most cheerfully. 

Yours, with much respect and esteem, 

J. H. Fairchild. 

Dr. Dand'i Reply. 

Newburyport, June 7, 1845. 
Rev. J. H. Fairchild: — 

Dear Sir, — Your letter of the 5th was received last evening, 
and I take the earliest opportunity to reply. You doubtless 
recollect that at your visit at my house some weeks since, I gave 
you my reason for not having requested the council to reassem- 
ble ; that I doubted the propriety of the measure, unless it were 
preceded by a request from you. I stated likewise, that if such 
were your request, I would at once issue the requisite letters of 
invitation. Y'ou readily acceded to my suggestion ; and it was 
mutually agreed that your request should be made in writing ; 
and likewise that your letter should explicitly state the precise 
object of the meeting, and the }K)int or points to be submitted to 
the council's decision. For several days after your return, I 
expected to receive from you a communication of this tenor. 

But your views are since changed. Y'our letter expresses 
the opinion that the council w^ere bound to reassemble and re- 
verse their decision w^ithout any agency of yours. This opinion 
you ground chiefly on a communication in the New England 
Puritan. Still you are aware, and the public have been ex- 
pressly informed, that in this matter, my brother Dimmick spoke 
for himself alone, and did not in any degree commit the council. 
I need not however argue this point at large, as you do not re- 
quest a reassembling of the council, but explicitly declare your 
conviction that it is not your duty so to do. 

Whether the council are censurable, and myself emphatically 
so, on the score of their not having spontaneously reassembled 
to consider your case, this is a point on which, being personally 
interested, I would avoid a too confident judgment. I readily 
admit that the terms of their result, (which was unhappily on 
this point, too inexplicit,) authorized you to expect that in case 
of your acquittal by another competent tribunal, you should find 



UFE OF REV. J. n. FAIRCniU). 121 

relief from the censure of the council. But whether this relief 
should follow of course from the simple adjudication of such 
other tribunal, or should come from the action of the council, in 
view of such adjudication, is a point susceptible of some doubt. 
I have myself adopted the latter view ; and so, I believe, have 
the majority of the Christian public. But you, Sir, suffer mo 
to remark, have adopted the former construction, as is perfectly 
evident from your declaration before the court in Boston, and 
from the course which you have subsequently pursued. Hav- 
ing done this, have you not virtually repudiated the reassem- 
bling of the council ? Have you not declared it to be useless 
and needless.'^ Should the council afler this, reassemble and 
act, — should they even by a formal vote, restore you to a reg- 
ular standing, would they not expose themselves to the charge 
of supererogation or officiousness ? 

Nor can I see but my respected brethren of the council who 
have invited you to their pulpits, have adopted the same conclu- 
sion. In the act referred to, have they not treated you as al- 
ready restored to your otHce and functions, and thus virtually 
declared that any further act of restoration is useless and super- 
fluous 7 

These remarks I have made, not with a disposition to be cap- 
tious, or even needlessly precise, but with a simple desire to do 
justice to the subject, and shield myself, and a portion of my 
brethren, from undeserved reproach. 

I sincerely thank you for excusing me as it regards the 
council you contemplate inviting to meet on your aflairs. In- 
deed I have serious doubts as to the regularity and expediency 
of the measure. The council, if assembled, will be strictly of 
an ex parte character. Can they speak with the requisite 
authority and efficiency ? But I forbear. It is my ardent de- 
sire and prayer that all your difficulties may be settled and ter- 
minated in a way in which the glory of God may be promoted, 
and the interest of truth and righteousness established. 
With sincere regard, I am, dear Sir, yours, 

Daniel Dana. 

We cannot but notice in this letter how very careful the 
moderator is, not to acknowledge any superiority of the civil 
court over the ecclesiastical. In the result of council for 
which he voted, the civil court is termed a '* more competent tri- 
hunal;" but the doctor omits the word more in his letter, and 
simply says " another competent tribunal." We have no wish 
to argue the point here as to the superiority of the respective 

11 
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tribunals ; neither would we reproach the majority of the coun- 
cil by designating their doings at Exeter, as did our law re- 
porter, by the term ^^ old womaiiism ;" but we will venture to 
advise all clergymen, who may hereafter be accused of crime, 
if conscious of innocence, to cast themselves on the laws of their 
country for protection. 

The moderator seems to argue the case as if Mr. Fairchild 
wished him to reassemble the council to restore him to the min- 
istry. Mr. Fairchild, however, did not wish him to recall the 
council for such a purpose, for he regarded himself as already 
restored ; but simply to reverse their decision by a formal vote, 
in order to satisfy that portion of the Christian public who 
thought that such action, on the part of the council, ought to 
take place, and to fulfil the published promise of the scribe that 
the council " would haste with unutterable joy to reverse their 
decision," in case of Mr. Fairchild's acquittal by the *'more 
competent tribunal," to which he was referred. If Mr. Dim- 
mick '* spoke for himself alone, and did not, in any degree, 
commit the council," he certainly spoke as an officer of the 
council, and made the moderator speak ynX\\ him too, by append- 
ing his name to the communication ; and, as an officer of the 
council, he had the same right to issue letters in his own name 
to reassemble that council. And if he had issued such letters in 
his own name, omitting the moderator's, we doubt not that the 
summons would have been obeyed. At least we think that in 
fulfilment of his public promise, he ought to have made the 
attempt. He would thus have redeemed his pledge, whether 
they came at his call or not. 

Neither does the moderator, in his letter, notice the condition 
on which alone he would consent to issue the requisite letters 
of invitation to the council, and which condition constituted Mr. 
Fairchild's principal objection to his requesting him to issue the 
letters. He would not make such a request, and he so informed 
Dr. Dana in his letter, if he must first nipudiate the verdict of 
the jury, and consent to submit his CAse anew to the adjudication 
of the council, acknowledged by themselves to be incompetent, 
and incur the great expense of time and money to recall his 
witnesses, all of them residing in other States, and many of 
them more than one hundred miles distant, and some of them 
from home, thus rendering it impossible to bring them before 
the council. On reading the moderator's letter, we were sur- 
prised that he should have parsed over these matters in silence. 
But w«». forbear making any further comments. We are content 
to let the public read and judge for themselves. 
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The following letter of Mr. Faircliild to the Rev. Dr. Storrs, 
was written under circumstances demanding an explanation. 
Mr. French in his letter refers to a paper signed by individuals 
expressing their opinion on the operation of the result of coun- 
cil as followed by the verdict of acquittal by the jury; Mr. 
Fairchild sent this paper inclosed in a letter to Dr. Storrs for 
his signature, but which has never been presented, as we are 
informed, to any other member of the council who voted against 
Mr. Fairchild: — 

Exeter, August 12, 1845. 
Rev. R. S. Storrs, D. D. : — 

My dear Sir, — I inclose you a paper with the request that 
you will append to it your name, if you are willing to do so. 
The paper was not drawn up by me, or at my suggestion, but I 
aj)proved of it, because I thought it better to obtain in this way 
the views of respectable clergj-men and laymen as to my present 
position and standing in relation to the church and the ministry, 
than to assemble a council or convention for such a purpose. 
An expression of opinion by the wise and good, obtained in this 
way, is just as serviceable to all concerned as if it were ex- 
pressed by the formal vote of a body of clergymen and laymen 
convened for that object. It is also a saving of much time, 
labor, and expense. Most of the names upon the paper were 
obtained by Brother Bennett of Woburn. Although you may 
think that there are signatures enough already to the paper, yet 
it would be gratifying to me if a few names could be obtiiined 
of those who were of the majority of the council at Exeter. 
You are the first and only member of that majority to whom 
the paper has been presented. And I present it to you, not be- 
cause I wish to obtrude myself upon you, or i)lace you under 
any embarrfOssment, but because of the kind manner in which 
you treated my case, (as I have been informed,) before the 
council when in secret session, and at other times and places. 
I have been informed that you voted for the result of council 
with the understanding that it was a mere suspension from the 
ministry, till further light could be obtained, and the matter 
brought before the proper legal tribunal, where evidence could 
be legally investigated. Before such a tribunal the case has 
been brought ; and, after a most patient, fair, and thorough ex- 
amination, I was fully and honorably acquitted. What more 
can be demanded of me ? What more can be expected of me ? 
You, Sir, I am sure will neither demand nor expect any thing 
more. I am sure tliat you do not wish to set at naught the 
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decisions of our civil courts?, or anticipate the decisions of the 
final judgment. I am innocent of the crimes laid to my charj^e, 
as I have afHrmed from the beginning, and as I have fully 
proved to the satisfaction of a jury of my countrymen. All I 
now ask is, that my brethren in the ministry will do by me as 
they would have me do by them in similar circumstances. 
"When I a})pear in the pulpit, (which I do somewhere almost 
every Sabbath,) I wish to satisfy those who hear me, that I do 
not preach without the approbation and sanction of tlie wisest 
and best men in our churches. Although this is not absolutely 
necessary in my case, yet you will admit that it is very impor- 
tant to my future usefulness and success. 

Yours, with much respect and esteem, 

J. H. Fairchild. 

Dr, Storrs' Jieply, 

Braintkee, Aagnst 14, 1845. 
To THE Rev. J. H. Fairchild : — 

My dear Sir, — Your kind favor of the 12th inst. came to 
hand, with its inclosure, last evening. You do not misappre- 
hend the sentiments of my heart towards you. If I am not de- 
ceived, they are such as I should wish you to cherish towards 
me, were our respective circumstances reversed. 

As a member of the council I took the part which duty to 
heaven first, and then duty to you seemed to require. And act- 
ing on the same principle still, I must, though very reluctantly, 
decline appending my name to the paper you send me. 

My conviction is, that the assembling of a council of some 
sort, the old one if possible, or as large a part of it as can be col- 
lected, and a review by them of your case as it now stands, with 
such a result as they would doubtless arrive at, will alone give 
you that stj\nding among the churches which shall save you 
from innumerable unhappy suspicions everywhere, and restore 
you to universal confidence and your former usefulness. Were 
your case my own, I should not dare to pursue a different course, 
whether regarding comfort, reputation, or my future contribu- 
tions to the welfare of Zion. 

As to the expense of the council, it will certainly fall heavier 
on the members ; and for one, I am ready to pay my own board 
as well as travelling expenses, in order to set matters right. If 
any of the members do not choose to attend when called on, they 
must sustain their own resi)onsibilities, without affecting the re- 
sult by their voluntary absence. A clear and unanimous result 
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in your favor by that council, though some of the members might 
stay at home, would place you on high and permanent ground. 

To me it seems somewhat indelicate towards the majority of 
that council for an individual who acted with them conscien- 
tiously, to take a 2x>sition which they are not all invited to take, 
believing as I do that purely conscientious motives influenced 
their conduct as well as my own. My impression is that though 
the council di^solved, they held themselves bound to meet again, 
if called, in case the appeal to a competent tribunal resulted in 
your acquittal. 

You will see here the reasons why I deem it inexpedient to 
put my name to the paper. The course does not strike me as 
Congregational, nor as tending to happy results for yourself or 
Zion. 

Any thing in my power, consistently with the paramount 
claims of the church of God, I think I can do cheerfully, even 
to the sacrifice of the last cent of money, and the last fragment 
of reputation for the relief and defence of an injured minister of 
Christ ; and you well know that few, if any of our brethren, 
have stood higher in my esteem than brother Fairchild. 

That the Lord may guide you to the right way in this, and 
all other matters, and sustiiin and assist you, is the earnest and 
constant prayer of 

Your most sincere friend in Christ, 

11. S. Storks. 



CHAPTER XL 

Tub committee of my church having mcorporated the 
preceding letters into their reply to Dr. Adams's remon- 
strance, and commented thereon, clearly exonerating Ine 
from all blame in the matter of not reassembling that 
council, proceed to notice other objectionable parts 
of that remonstrance. The signers of that document 
say: — 

"They are willing to allow Mr. Fairchild all his rights as a 
citizen, and that they should deem it unjust and even cruel to 

ir 
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subject him to any disabilities for the charge on which he has 
been tried and acquitted." And do they reaWyfeel so? Then 
let them act so. Are not Ins rights and privileges as perfect as 
theirs? If it be an established principle that an acquittal by 
the civil court restores the person acquitted to his functions, 
what right has any man or body of men, publicly to remonstrate 
against his exercising those functions ? If such conduct be al- 
lowed, what inducement has any man who is falsely accused, to 
appeal to the laws of his country for redress? His acquittal 
will do him little good. He may afterwards, it is true, walk the 
streets unmolested, unless it be by the cold looks of those pro- 
fessed law and order loving people, who can ill abide the decis- 
ion of an honest and impartial jury, though previous to the trial, 
they expressed great anxiety that the case should be submitted 
to a jury, and their entire readiness to abide the result. But 
if this be all the advantage which he gains, why should any in- 
nocent man, when indicted for crime, attempt to contend with 
the Commonwealth, well knowing that he must pay the expens- 
es of the trial even if acquitted, and gain nothing but exemp- 
tion from confinement in a prison ! After a long, patient, and 
faithful examination of his case, Mr. Fairchild was fully acquit- 
ted in the civil court, not by any technicalities or quibbles of the 
law, but by the force of evidence. And before tliat court he 
appeared voluntarily, and demanded an investigation. And we 
believe that every candid and unprejudiced person who listened 
to that trial, was thoroughly convinced of his entire innocence. 
We know tliat some of the jurymen, who, at the commencement 
of the trial, had unfavorable impressions concerning him, were 
perfectly satisfied by the testimony, of his moral aa well as kffol 
innocence. And we do believe that the ministers of every other 
denomination in the land, would have rallied around their in- 
jured brother, (at least after the law had taken its course and 
pronounced him innocent,) and given him their sympathy and 
encouragement, discountenancing all attempts to do him further 
injury, by inculcating tliat charity which " hopeth all things, and 
Mnheih no evil." 

But those gentlemen speak of Mr. Fairchild's letter as an 
objection to his being in the ministry. Now that letter was part 
of the evidence adduced against him by the government at his 
trial ; and it was one of the papers handed to the jury when 
they retired to their room. And yet they brought in a verdict 
of not guihy. Why then should that letter now be used against 
him? Is it not virtually saying to the world that they still be- 
lieye him guilty ? Apd have they any right to do so p Would 
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they deem it right for any of their brethren in the ministry thus 
to go behind the law, were the case their own ? Would they 
not call thia an " unjust and even cruel interference with their 
rights and privileges as citizens ? " 

We contend that the signers of that remonstrance have inter- 
fered with Mr. Fairchild's rights and privileges as a citizen. 
They have set aside, so far as their influence goe}<, the verdict 
of the jury, as to any special advantage which Mr. Fairchild 
could derive from it as a minister of the gospel. They have 
thus attempted to prevent him from laboring in his profession, 
on which he as well as they must rely for support. He has, too, 
a dependent, confiding, and deeply injured family, who are look- 
ing to him for provision and a home. Most of his property, or 
rather theirs, he has been compelled to expend in defending 
himself against the attacks of his enemies and persecutors, in 
the full belief that when the truth came to light and his acquit- 
tal was obtained, he w^ould be permitted to labor unmolested 
among any people who might be disposed to employ him. And 
having accepted our unanimous and hearty invitation to resume 
his labors among us, we did anticipate that Christian ministers 
would let us alone to cooperate in our efforts to convert sinners 
and build up the church of Christ. These gentlemen speak of 
"the kindness and tenderness " which they entertain towards 
Mr. Fairchild. If they had also intimated their readiness to 
give some portion of their income to aid him in providing for his 
family, or even to exert their influence to assist him in obtain- 
ing some other useful employment in wise the council would put 
their veto on his preaching, we should have been more ready to 
give them credit for their ** kindness and tenderness." We 
would respectfully ask those gentlemen who signed that remon- 
strance, whether they could have appended their names to it 
with this text in their minds : " whatsoever ye would that men 
should do to you, do ye even so unto them?" 

It is our desire, and it shall be our endeavor to live in peace 
with all our sister churches, and with all our fellow-citizens. 
W^e shall never obtrude ourselves upon them in any way. If 
attacked publicly by responsible individuals, we shall endeavor 
to repel the attack in a spirit of meekness and love ; but we 
have no reply to make to anonymous communications. We 
never have, and we never shall become aggressors. We are 
united and happy with our minister; and we have already a 
church and congregation far exceeding in numbers our most 
sanguine expectations. We began the year with an addition of 
twenty-three to the church, which now consists of eighty mem« 
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bcrs. The Lord is blessing us, and we are content. Our 
prayer to heaven is, that the richest blessings may descend on 
all our sister churches, and that a spirit of peace, harmony, and 
love may dwell among them. 

We Ix.'lieve that our j)astor is an innocent and much injured 
man. We do not know that he is not guilty of the crimes 
charged upon him. Neither do we know that the signei-s of the 
remonstrance are not guilty of similar crimes. But we do not 
believe that either he or they are thus guilty. We do know that 
our pastor has not been proved guilty; and therefore we feel 
bound to regard him as innocent And we do so regard him. 
We deem it soon enough VLudi painful enough to believe guilt in 
a minister, when it is proved. If we must err at all, we prefer 
to err on the side of charity. Most of us have long known 
him, and confided in him. And our confidence in his moral 
purity remains unshaken. And we have the fullest evidence 
that such is the confidence of all who have known him most 
intimately from his college life to the present day. We beg, 
therefore, that we may be permitted to sit quietly under his 
ministry, without forfeiting our privileges as a sister church. 
The pastors can control their own pulpits without complaint 
from us. We are satisfied with the preaching of our own min- 
ister ; and if, at any time, he wishes for an exchange, he can be 
accommodated by clergymen of high standing, without embar- 
rassment to themselves or their people. We do hope and pray 
that there will be no occasion for us to speak again to the pub- 
lic on this painful subject. We now want peace. ** Blessed are 
the peacemakers.*' If any are still disposed to annoy us, we 
would say to them, leave us to God, the Judge of all men, who 
will assuredly do right. To our Master we stand or fall. We 
would further say, in the words of a learned doctor among the 
Jews : " Ye men of Israel, refrain from these men and let them 
alone ; for if this council or this work be of men, it will come 
to nought. But if it be of God, ye cannot overthrow it ; lest 
haply ye be found to fight against God." 

Ebenezeu Hayward,) 

Calvin Walton, > Committee, 

W. A. Aiken, ) 



One of the most important statements in that remon- 
strance the committee did not notice. In order to make 
the object of their remonstrance sure in deterring the 
council from proceeding in their rash and daring at- 
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tempt to install a man of such a character, as they had 
been declaring me to be, they inserted this sentence, 
" It will be impossible for us, however much we might 
desire it, to give to him, or to any church who may em- 
ploy him, our ministerial fellowship." This statement 
it will devolve on me to notice, which I shall do when 
I come to the appropriate place. 

We were hoping that this reply would satisfy Dr. 
Adams and all his fellow remonstrants, that they had 
mistaken the facts about which they had undertaken to 
speak, and that most of their statements were false in 
their premises and false in their conclusions. But it 
would seem that the clear statements and conclusive 
arguments of the committee of my church, had no con- 
vincing or softening influence on the mind of Dr. 
Adams. This was made apparent in a very short time. 
From the records of Dr. Adams's church I insert the 
following : " February 6, 1846. A letter was read from 
William L. Jordan and wife, requesting a letter of 
dismission and recommendation to the Payson Church. 
Postponed, on motion of George D. Dutton, to the first 
Friday evening in March. March 6, the request came 
up, and the following vote was passed without discus- 
sion, 27 to 21. Votedj That the church not being pre- 
pared to grant the request of William L. Jordan and 
wife, the further consideration of the subject be post- 
poned to the second Friday evening in October next." 
As this act was done in direct opposition to one of the 
published rules of Dr. Adams's church, Mrs. Jordan took 
an early opportunity to inquire of her pastor what it 
meant. The rule is this : " This church will give dis- 
mission of its members in regular standing on their 
application, and recommend them to the fellowship of 
other churches." She wished to know why this plain 
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rule should be violated in her case, and in that of her 
husband's? What further passed between them, the 
reader will find stated and commented on much better 
than I can do it, when he comes to Mr. Clifford's argu- 
ment, almost the whole of which he will find in a future 
chapter; and many other matters I shall notice as 
briefly as possible as I go along, because they are so 
clearly stated and so truthfully commented on in that 
argument. All needless repetition I shall studiously 
avoid ; though I am aware that some is indispensable 
to a correct understanding of my case. I will simply 
say here, that Mr. Adams told Mrs. Jordan that before 
the six months had expired, she would be convinced 
that all which had been said about me was true, and 
that probably before that time there would be no Pay- 
son Church. 

On hearing this statement from Mrs. Jordan, and also 
an intimation from another quarter, that some awful 
disclosures were about to be made, which would show 
the world that I was as bad a man as anybody ever 
supposed me to be, I concluded at once that my first 
impression on reading his Marblehead letter was cor- 
rect, and that the time had now come when it was my 
duty to answer it. True, I was not ready, after all this 
unkind treatment, wholly to give up the idea of reaching 
him, if not by argument, at least by entreaty. Though 
he was ready to denounce me as an abandoned wretch, 
and immediately reported to a brother clergyman that 
he " saw the picture of hell in my countenance," simply 
because I was silent on one occasion when he proposed 
to me a certain question, — which question I had just 
answered him explicitly in the presence of witnesses, 
yet I could not so easily sever the bonds which had 
bound us together ; no, not even after all the demon- 
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strations which he had made against me. So tenacious 
was his hold on my confidence, that I still indulged a 
secret hope, that after all he might be a good man, 
though in a grievous error. But not^^'ithstanding this 
hope, I could not wholly avoid the fearful apprehension, 
from what he had already done, that his war on me was 
to be a war of extermination, — that he would avail him- 
self of his own wealth, and that of his rich friends and 
parishioners, together with his high standing in the 
church, reputed to be at the head of the orthodox de- 
nomination in Boston, — I was fearful, I say, that he 
would wield all these advantages against me a poor 
clergyman, and possibly never rest nor let me rest, till 
he had driven me from my pulpit, if not into my grave. 
In this state of mind, and under these discouraging cir- 
cumstances, I concluded to reply to his Marblehead let- 
ter in as kind and brotherly a manner as possible, hop- 
ing that in this way I might reach his heart, and induce 
him to retrace his steps, or at least to lay down his 
weapons and pursue me no longer. 



CHAPTER XII. 

I THEREFORE addressed him a letter dated March 10, 
1846, a few extracts from which I will here insert, that 
the reader may have an opportunity of judging of the 
spirit and object of the letter, simply remarking that 
this letter and two or three notes, together with Dr. 
Adams's reply, were published in a pamphlet near the 
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close of the same year, entitled " Correspondence between 
Rev. Nehemiah Adams and Rev. J. H. Fairchild^ with 
Notes and Cofuments, by a Committee of the Payson 
ChurchP The cause of the publication of this corre- 
spondence will be stated in the proper place. 

Boston, March 10, 1846. 
To Rev. N. Adams: — 

My dear Sir, — In addressing to you this letter, I beg leave 
to assure you that I am not actuated by any unkind feelings, or 
any desire to injure you in your character as a man, or in your 
profession as a minister of the gospel. In both these respects, 
and indeed in every other, I wish you well. And I address you 
thus privately from an extreme reluctance to agitate the public 
mind by any further publications in reference to my case, and 
my present determination not to do so, unless duty should abso- 
lutely require it. 

There are certain things connected with your treatment of 
me which I have been wholly unable to explain on any princi- 
ples of Christianity or civil law. And in sa}'ing this I do not 
mean even to insinuate that you would willingly and wilfully 
disregard the principles of religion, or trample on the laws of 
your country. Christian charity requires me to regard you as 
a good man and a good minister of Christ, and that you sin- 
cei;ply believe yourself governed by the best and purest mo- 
tives. But while I admit all this, 1 would respectfully inquire 
whether it is not possible for you to be influenced by wrong mo- 
tives and feelings, though deeming them to be right ? I pre- 
sume you will not deny that it is possible for a man to be sin- 
cerely and conscientiously in the wrong. Paul acknowledges 
that it was once so with him. May it not be so with you ? As 
your friend and brother in Christ, I would affectionately re- 
quest you to examine and see. Charity compels me and very 
many of your friends to believe that this is the case, otherwise 
no explanation could be given of your conduct at all consistent 
with the principles of that religion which you profess. It is 
the opinion of many that you hastily committed yourself on one- 
sided testimony, — that you gave undue influence to impres- 
sions ; and having made up your mind against me before my 
trial, you have become unwittingly under the control of that 
pride of opinion so natural to men, which is very reluctant to 
say, *' I was mistaken." And such I am quite sure would be 
your opinion, were our respective circumstances reversed. And 
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I entreat you, while reading this letter, to divest yourself of all 
prejudice, and to fancy yourself placed in my position ; and 
then bring yourself under the entire control of our 8aviour'a 
golden rule. 

After briefly noticing his course before the council at 
Exeter, and the use which he there made of my silence 
when he questioned me at his house, as I have already 
stated, I then added the following paragraph. 

I have said enough to let you see the origin of that strange 
course which you have pursued in reference to my case. Now 
admitting you to be a good man, — that you are sincere in 
your opposition to me and my church, and that you firmly be- 
lieve yourself actuated in all this by Christian motives, let me 
request you to reconcile, if you can, your principles with your 
conduct Just place yourself in my position for one moment, 
and then attempt to explain such treatment from any one of 
your brethren in the ministry, on the principles of Christianity 
or of civil government. I thinic you would find it utterly im- 
possible to reconcile the conduct of such a minister with his pro- 
fessed principles. You might deem him a good Christian, but 
you would not be likely to deem him a consistent one. Let mo 
htate the case to you and review it, that you may see the i)Osi- 
tion in which you stand as a good man and a good minister ; 
and that you are such I cheerfully concede, only premising that, 
like every other good man, you may be in error, though honest 
and sincere. 

And this brings me to the only key by which I can unlock 
the meaning and design of your letter. As you felt that you 
had hurt yourself by the illegal and unchristian manner in 
which you had been testifying, you were doubtless anxious to 
retrieve that wrong step, and get rid of that injury. And how 
could this be done so effectually as by inducing me to go before 
the council and make a confession ? If this could be done, the 
matter would of course be settled, and no serious injury result 
to you from your strange testimony on that occasion. This 
brings me to speak of the first impression which I received on 
reading your letter. I said to myself, " Is it possible that my 
brother Adams should be actuated by such a motive, — the 
motive of sheer selfishness ? Can it be that he wishes me to 
be my own destroyer by confessing what I had solemnly denied, 

12 
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even when I supposed I had not another liour to live, and of 
M^iich I knew myself to be innocent ? Can it be that lie wishes 
me to do this, rather than that he himself should acknowledge 
that he had done wrong, and might be mistaken in his impres- 
sions ? " Tliis was the train of 'thought which then passed 
through my mind. But preferring to err, if I must err at all, 
on the side of charity, I said nothing. I felt it possible that I 
had misapprehended your motive, and concluded to wait pa- 
tiently for something to take place which would convince me 
that your object in writing was not such as I feared it might 
have been. Well, I have waited till the present time, and 
nothing has transpired on your part tending to remove my first 
impression as to your motive. On the contrary, all that you 
have since done, has only strengthened that impression. I 
have read the letter 6ften and carefully, and notwithstanding all 
its honeyed and gracious words, I find it utterly im|X)ssible to 
discover any other motive which could have dictated it, (though 
charity compels me to believe it possible that your mind might 
have been in such a state as to prevent you from being aware 
of it). I may be wrong in this. And I do hope, for the sake 
of humanity, as well as Christianity, that I am wrong. But I 
cannot, as at present informed, give it any other construction ; 
and I sincerely believe that every candid, unprejudiced person 
who should read it, with a full knowhdye of all the circunistan^ 
ces of the case, would give it the same construction. 

I cannot look back upon one act of yours in reference to this 
whole affair, which does not force on my mind the conviction that 
I have rightly interpreted the object of your letter. You had 
committed yourself before the grand-jury ; and you are doubt- 
less aware that it was your testimony chiefly which procured 
the indictment. And having succeeded there by your testimony, 
you would naturally be anxious for similar success before the 
council. Well, you succeeded there also. But you soon found 
that the Christian public were not satisfied with the result of 
council. The able and lucid review of their doings, published 
in the Puritan, showed that I was not fairly tried, — that undue 
advantage was taken of me, — that the committee of the Asso- 
ciation went far beyond the limits of their appointment, — that 
they had too much control over the council, — that they as- 
sumed the office of prosecutors, — that they acted a part against 
me which could not be justified by any law, human or divine, — 
that they objected to my having n candid and able lawyer who 
was providentially present, to aid me in cross-examining the 
witnesses, — and that you yourself, in your zeal to procure my 
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condemnation, resorted to that unheard of expedient, — testifif' 
ing to impressions, though you might have been as honest and 
sincere in the matter as was Saul of Tarsus, in his zeal when 
persecuting the early disciples. 

Now, my dear Sir, what does all this conduct mean ? Is it 
possible that you advised my coming to Boston for trial, because 
you believed and hoped that I would be convicted by the jury? 
and, as a lure to draw me here, said to my friend that you 
would open your pulpit to me on my acquittal ? Can I attach 
any other meaning to such conduct than that which I have 
given to your letter? It does seem to me that rather than 
acknowledge, even by your silence, that you might have done 
wrong, or been misUiken, you were willing to deprive me of my 
office, disgrace me and my dear family, and send us forth poor 
and despised, to subsist on the cold charity of the world. And 
all this, when no tribunal had even pretended to have proved 
me guilty, and when you yourself had previously said that you 
felt bound to regard me as innocent, till guilt was proved, O ! 
where is that deep sympathy which you professed for me in 
your letter? If I could put a more favorable construction on 
your actions and your letter, I would do it with all my heart. 
But how can I ? Let me quote to you the last paragraph. " If 
you are innocent, have courage, my dear, dear brother. God 
w^ill glorify himself by you as yet, and you will yet praise him, 
and your enemies will be found liars unto you, and you will 
\rt»ad upon their high places. In love and prayer and hope, 
most affectionately and truly yours." Now when you wrote 
this, you hjid heard all the evidence before the council, and 
you believed me guilty. You believed me one of the worst 
men that ever lived. How then could you call such a vile, 
abandoned wretch, "my dear, dear brother?" You had the 
same opinion of me then as you would have had if the council 
Jiad pronounced me guilty, as your subsecjuent conduct has 
fully proved. You deemed my letter which was adduced as 
evidence against me at my trial, a strange production for a 
good clergyman to write. Is it any more strange than yours ? 

My innocence has been proved to the entire satisfaction of an 
honest court and jury. And why should not you be satisfied, — 
at least so far satisfied as to let me alone, and not go behind the 
law to injure me? Is this acting the part of a good citizen? 
If a mob or riot should take place in Boston, doubtless you 
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would inculcate; upon your people the duty of obeying the laws 
and submitting to the constituted authorities. But when a 
man has been charged with crime, which he solemnly denied, 
and been honorably acquitted, after a full and fair examination 
of the case, before the tribunal appointed by the laws of his 
country, is it not rebellion against those laws to continue to treat 
him as if he were guilty, and try to deprive him of the benefit 
of his acquittal ? Is this doing as you would be done by ? And 
especially, is this redeeming the pledge given me, in the right 
hand of fellowship, at my ordination? Was that service a mere 
unmeaning ceremony ? If not, then my brethren in the ministry 
were bound by it to stand by me and defend me, (as many of 
them have,) till I was proved guilty of the crimes charged upon 
me. But there has b(;en no such proof. Even the council did 
not pretend that they had prove<l me guilty, while the court and 
jury declared me iimocent. Now if you are not satisfied, and 
still think me guilty, are you not bound, as a Christian and a 
good citizen, to keep your opinion to yourself? Your declara- 
tion that " you are willing to allow me all my rights as a citizen," 
is like telling a man that you do not wish to interfere with his 
rights and privileges as a citizen, while, at the same time, you 
are holding him by the throat and choking him to death. Have 
you any more ecclesiastical or legal right to say or do any thing 
to my injury than to the injury of any other clergyman? Is 
not the broad shield of the law over me for jny protection, as 
truly as over you for t/ours f Have you any more right to at- 
tempt to close my lips as a preacher, than I have to attempt to 
clo^e yours ? Might I not as well object to your being in the 
ministry, on account of *'the moral tone" of your letter^ as you 
have to object to my being in the ministry on account of " the 
moral tone of my book ? " If you choose to regard me as a bad 
man, and to treat me as such, so far as preaching in your pulpit 
is concerned, so be it. I care as little about occupying your pul- 
pit as did Mr. Kirk, when you excluded him, because you judged 
it wrong for him to be preaching in Boston as an evangelist. 
But I (h care about your attempts to exclude my church from 
the fellowshij) of sister churches. You cannot adduce the 
shadow of an argument to justify such conduct* 

I have only to say, in conclusion, what I said at the beginning, 
that charity forbids me indulge the thought that you have 
been actuated in this matter by a malignant spirit, or that you 
have not felt as though you were " doing God service." I am 
sensible that even a good man will sometimes say and do strange 
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things, when he is conscientiously in the wrong. Neither have 
I any wish to injure you in any respect whatever. For cer- 
tainly if I had indulged such a wish, I should have published 
your letter in connection with the reply to your remonstrance, 
accompanied with such comments as the composition and object 
of it seemed to require. But I am so anxious to have this un- 
pleasant controversy ended, that I did not inform the committee 
any thing about your letter, or tliat I had any such letter in my 
possession. I am willing to leave you and your motives, in the 
part you have taken against me, to the Judge of all men. But 
I am not willing that you should further seek to injure me and 
my church either in public or private. Cease from such effort, 
and give the regular letters to your members who may wi.sh to 
join us, and use your influence to rescind the vote of your Asso- 
ciation, and you will hear nothing further from me on the sub- 
ject, either through the public press, or by private letters. But 
if otherwise, I fear that I shall be compelled, by a sense of duty 
to myself and my church, to publish to the world your letter 
and mine. You have the general confidence of the Christian 
community. And many are ready to ask, " how happens it 
tliat Mr. Adams should treat Mr. Fairchild in this manner, afler 
all the evidence which has been adduced in favor of his inno- 
cence ? " On this account it is, that some to whom I have shown 
your letter, urge its immediaie publication, because, in their 
judgment, it answers the above question, and that I ought to do 
it in self-defence. Indeed, I have been censured for not having 
published it months ago. But I wish to do as I would be done 
unto. My end and aim is peace. And if there be a failure, I do 
not intend that either you or the public shall lay the blame on me. 

I have recently received a letter from a worthy clergyman 
residing in the State of New York, and whom I know only by 
reputation, in which, after informing me that he had carefully 
read the reply to your remonstrance, he says : " The whole mat- 
ter is presented in a light so clear, that men can no longer con- 
ceal themselves or their motives. The question is no longer one 
of doubt or certainty, but of love or hate ; and you will probably 
find men hereafter to range themselves accordingly." The 
thought that any, who profess Christian charity, should range 
themselves on the side of hate, is truly painful to me. But if it 
must be so, I submit, trusting in God to overrule it for good. He 
can cause even " the wrath of man to praise him." 

By my acquittal and my subsequent installation, I claim all the 
rights and pviyHQfre:^ of i^ citizen and of a minister of the gospel. 
You iiavea^y . ."^/^yiiich I am willing you should exercise,^ to 
° 12 • 
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exclude me from your pulpit. Be satisfied with that right Tc 
claim any thing more is a kind of clerical dictation and authority 
to which, I am quite sure, the people will never submit And 
to attempt any thing more is not only to violate an important 
principle of law and gospel, but to break up the harmony of the 
churches, which you profess so much to dread. And before 
making the attempt, would it not be well to read over your pub- 
lishe<l sermon " on injuries done to Christ," which created much 
excitement at the time ; and then ask yourself whether you may 
not have injured him, (however unintentionally,) by the course 
which you have taken in this matter. Does he not regard an 
injury done to his church and ministers, as an injury done to 
himself? And ought you not to abstain from any further efforts 
to pull up what you regard as tares, when, by so doing, you may 
pull up the wheat also ? Would it not be much wiser and safer 
to follow the direction of the Great Husbandman — ** Let both 
grow together until harvest?" Who has made thee a judge 
over me ? To my own Master I stand or fall. There is such 
a thing as wounding Christ in the house of his friends. And is 
not such a wound inflicted by treating one of his ministers as a 
criminal when no crime has been proved against him, and es- 
pecially when he has been pronounced " not guilty," by au im- 
partial jury? 

Yours " in love, and prayer, and hope," 

J. H. Faibchild. 

To this letter Dr. Adams soon sent a reply. And 
that the reader may also see his spirit and object in 
writing, it is but fair that I should quote some portion 
of his letter, which he begins by refusing to me my 
title. 

Boston, April 10, 1846. 
Mr. Fairchild, — I have received a communication from 
you dated March 10th. Many duties and great doubts whether 
1 ought to answer your letter at all, are tlie occasion of my not 
sending this before. 

I shall tell you plainly and faithfully, but with kindness, what 
I think of your letter and of you. My hesitation at doing tliia 
has made me keep back this letter, and may delay it after it is 
finished ; but I now think it best to send it, especially as you 
have invited it, and in some measure, made it necessary. To 
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have treated your letter with silence, might have seemed to you 
like contempt, which I do not wish to cherish. Yet if I write, 
1 must be honest, and this perhaps will not be acceptable to you, 
considering what I am obliged to say. You will bear in mind, 
however, that no one, beside yourself, knows of your letter to 
me, nor of my reply. 

With what preface, then, shall I introduce the remark, that 
your letter confirms all my convictions of your character ? The 
occasion of it seems to be the refusal of my church to dismiss 
members to your care. This leads you to ask me the reason of 
my prominent and persevering opposition to you ? 

Your purpose, however, is to intimidate me from holding out 
in my opposition to you. In the absence of all other probable 
ways of influencing me, you bring forward my last letter to you, 
written at Marblehead in July or August, 1844, and pretend to 
construe it into a plot to screen myself by urging you, guilty or 
not, to confess before the council at Exeter. 

I kept no copy of that letter, and can judge of its particular 
expressions only by the quotations you make from it. It seems, 
then, that in the interval of the trial and the result at Exeter, I 
urged you to confess your sin, before the council should declare 
against you, and while confession would seem to have any vir- 
tue in it. At the same time, it seems tiiat I said to you, '^ If 
you are innocent, take courage. Your enemies will be found 
liars unto you, and you will tread upon their high places," -^ 
with other exhortations to the same effect 

On residing these quotations, it occurred to me that, had I con- 
ceived the plot, (which I had entirely forgotten,) of making you 
confess, so that I might be justified in my convictions and testi- 
mony, I used a singular way to effect it. Those words of en- 
couragement and cheering appeals to you, if innocent, were un- 
accountably indiscreet, I really think I have more art and 
skill than such a letter for such a purpose would prove. If I 
am a knave, I know I am not so much a fool as not to write a 
more insidious letter to accomplish such a purpose. You know 
it too, and therefore I shall not think of replying seriously to 
what you have forced yourself to say. 

1 have often tliought of late how that letter must have troubled 
you, if you were all that I feared. It seems it does trouble you 
to this day. You knew that I inferred, from your silence with 
regard to it, that you were guilty, or you would have responded 
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to it in some moment of kindness. The time has at length come 
when you feel compelled to notice it ; and the way in which 
you have chosen to do so is, by pretending to impute cunning to 
me in writing. With all that was sad in my feelings in reading 
your letter, when I came to that part of it, I could not resist a 
smile at the ludicrous folly of the invention. But as one quota- 
tion followed another, illustrating my former love of you, I felt 
sad again to think of the past, and to see how desperate you must 
have grown to invent a charge which your own quotations pal- 
pably contnidict. The only way in which I could account for 
this part of your letter, (indeed it is the main design of it,) was 
by supposing that you had been, for so long a time, engaged in 
breaking down the character of witnesses against you, and in 
inventing false explanations, that you had acquired a degree of 
unearthly skill in the trade. I see through your design. I de- 
plore the sad condition into which the long piivctice of evil lias 
brought your moral fticulties. If you had ever ruined the vir- 
tue of an individual, and then, to screen yourself, had contrived 
to destroy her reputation, you would be in a state of mind which 
would hel]) you to invent such a construction of my letter, and, 
what is more, make you bold enough to propose it, 

I am very sorry to say that no part of your letter awakened 
any suspicion or hope, in my mind, that you are a good man. 
The letter throughout is vindictive. It breathes, 1 regret to 
say, an insulting, insinuating, retaliatory spirit. Had you been 
an innocent, injured man, I think your trials would have soft- 
ened your feelings ; and, in addressing me thus privately, how- 
ever much you might have been grieved at my treatment of 
you, you would have' expressed something like expostulation 
and sorrow at my mistakes. Instead of this, you pretend, (for 
it is only pretence,) to impute the worst of motives. You 
search my public life for something wherewith to provoke me, 
and ask questions when you dare not assert any thing unfavor- 
able to me. 



No man living knows you so thoroughly as I do, and if you 
ask the reason for my feelings and conduct towards you, you 
have it in the abuse of my confidence, — the injuries of my 
love. You say, in your letter, ** If the hist charge brought 
against you had changed my views with respect to the^r*^, you 
should not have been so much surprised at the stand I liave 
taken/' Your conduct under the last cliarge has opened my 
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eyes. Drs. Woods and Burc^ess, and Mr. Bennett and others, 
have not been more deceived than I was. They will, erelong, 
be undeceived, as I have been. 

With such feelings and opinions, you cannot wonder that I 
am unwilling to dismiss church-members to your care. What 
would you think of me if I did? Courts of justice may say of 
you " not guilty," — ministers may fellowship you, — councils 
may install you, — churches may dismiss members to your 
care ; but you know me well enough to know that I will never 
publicly treat you otherwise than as my conscience dictates. 
You attribute my conduct to what you are pleased to call an 
" unyielding spirit." Whatever of firmness I possess has en- 
abled me to be of some benefit to you in times past, and if you 
should ever have occasion for it again, and deservedly, it shall 
be at your service. 

One thing which, in the progress of your affairs, has had an 
accumulative force in confirming my opinion of your character, 
is the character of all your public communications. It is very 
evident that the Spirit of all grace has not breathed upon you in' 
preparing your published writings. The savor of piety, of meek- 
ness, gentleness, and forgiveness is nowhere found in them. 
They are your worst enemies. 

In short, were I your enemy, I could wish you no greater evil 
than that you should continue writing as you have done. 

With all my compassion and tenderness for you, I am thor- 
oughly convinced of your consummate wickedness, but with all 
those convictions I have preached, and trust I have felt too much 
of the love and mercy of God to despair of your recovery and 
forgiveness. Hence my letter from Marblehead and this part of 
the present letter. If there is ever any change in your feelings 
and determination, you will find me the same firm and faithful 
friend as ever. I will add, at the risk of being charged with 
inconsistency, and against all my convictions, if you are inno- 
cent, maintain a humble, quiet, steady course of .labor for the 
g(X)i\ of souls, and leave yourself to God. " For remember, I 
pniy thee, who ever perished being innocent, or where were 
the righteous cut off? " 

I may wish, for my own justification hereafter, to have a copy 
of my letter from Alarblehead. If you will send it to me 
through the post-office, I will copy it with your permission, and 
return it immediately. That letter was bathed in prayers and 
tears. I begin to hope that it may be the occasion, if not the 
means, of great joy to both of us. If you wish to know what I 
would advise you to do, I will, in the same confidential manner 
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in which I have written tliis, and without tlie knowledge of any 
one, witli deep interest and kindness, inform you. In the mean 
time, 1 am, with the utmost benevolence and kifldness, 

Your friend, N. A. 

P. S. I shall not interpret your silence at this reply unfa- 
vorably to you. I say this, because, if you are not prepared to 
intimate any change in your feelings, I should prefer not to 
spend any more time in a correspondence, and will consider 
your silence as a mere regard to my wishes. 

To this letter I returned the following brief reply : — 

Boston, May 12, 1846. 
Rev. N. Adams: — 

My dear Sir, — Inclosed I send you a copy of your letter 
dated Marblehead, July 27, 1844. Your request that I would 
send the original to you through the post-office, I could not com- 
ply with, because letters thus sent are sometimes lost ; and I 
felt quite unwilling to expose your letter to such a hazard. 

I presume you did not expect me to make any reply to your 
last letter. I think that no man, unless lost to all self-raspect, 
would ever take up his pen to reply privately to such a commu- 
nication. 

If you, in conjunction with those who have, for years, been 
my bitter enemies and persecutors, see fit to make another dem- 
onstration against me, I trust in God that I shall be able to meet 
it as successfully as I did the others. And I feel truly thank- 
ful for those weapons of defence which, in such an event, your 
letters will furnish. The worltl will then have an opportunity 
to judge who has been most injured by his own writings, you or 
myself'. Till then, I shall endeavor, (as I have endeavored 
from the beginning,) to do as you advise — ** maintain a humble, 
quiet, steady course of labor for the good of souls, and leave my- 
self to Goil." And if you choose to make any further attempts 
to annoy and hinder me in this good work, on you be the re- 
sponsibility. 

Yours, in great kindness, 

J. II. Fairciiild. • 
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CHAPTER XIII. 

On reading the letter of Dr. Adams, the painful con- 
viction was forced upon me, that all hope of reconcilia- 
tion was now gone, — that for me to put forth any 
further efforts for that purpose, would be labor spent in 
vain, — that his hostility and exertions would not abate 
till one or the other of us was in the grave. And what 
rendered the case still more painful to me, was the fact 
that I could not see or imagine any possible motive by 
which he could be actuated, but the gratification of vin- 
dictive malice. He had remonstrated against my in- 
stallation, and declared that it would be impossible for 
him ever to acknowledge me as a Christian minister. 
He had publicly represented my character to be such 
that the church and the ministry would be dishonored 
and defiled by allowing my polluted lips to preach the 
word of life, and my unholy hands to break the bread 
of life. Was not this enough to exonerate him from all 
blame, even though I should prove to be, what he had, 
long ago, declared me to be — "AeZZ?" Let me have 
been as bad, yea, even worse (if such a thing were pos- 
sible) than he had ever supposed me to be ; had he not 
washed his own hands from all stain in this matter? 
Was he any more responsible for my morals than for 
the morals of any clergyman of any denomination in 
London ? Ought he not to have been satisfied with 
throwing all responsibility in this affair on the coun-* 
cil that installed me? which council had all the evi- 
dence of my unworthiness which Dr. Adams could pos- 
sibly have had ? But I will not insult the good sense 
of the reader by further arguing so plain a case. 
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That expressive declaration to Mrs. Jordan, that be- 
fore October there would probably be no Payson Church, 
and of course no pastor, was frequently sounding in 
my ears, and reminding me that a worse time was com- 
ing. But I kept as calm as possible, striving to follow 
the good advice of his last letter, — "to maintain a hum- 
ble, quiet, steady course of labor for the good of souls, 
and leave myself to God." 

Well, I pursued this course, and heard nothing more 
for nearly five months. I began once more to hope that 
after so long a calm. Dr. Adams had, at last, come to 
the conclusion that it was best to perpetuate the calm, 
and not stir up the then quiet elements into another 
storm. But here again my hopes were soon blasted. 
On the first day of September, 1846, I received a note 
from a friend and former parishioner of mine in Exeter, 
informing me that a lady whom I well knew, had just 
returned from a visit to an aged relative residing at 
Pittston, Maine, stating that while there she read two 
letters written by Dr. Adams, making inquiries about 
my moral character. She repeated from memory their 
contents to my Exeter friend. On the receipt of this 
note I went immediately to Exeter, and after taking 
advice, it was thought best for my friend to go to Pitts- 
ton, and examine further into the matter, and report the 
result of his investigation to me. Within a few weeks 
I received from him the following statement : — 

ExKTER, N. II., October 5, 1846. 
I hereby certify that I was at Pittston, in the county of Ken- 
nebec, and State of Maine, on the first day of October, this 
present year, and that I then called nf)on Mrs. Jewett, widow 
of the late Enoch Jewett, formerly of said Pittston, for the pur- 
pose of obtaining some* information relative to a correspondence 
which I understood had passed between her and the Key. Nehe- 
mia)i Adamj} of Boston, relating to the Rev. J. II. Fairchild. 
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Mrs. Jewett informed me that she was wholly unacquamted 
with Mr. Adams ; but that soon after her return from a visit in 
Connecticut, which was about the 15 th of June last, she re- 
ceived a note from Mr. Adams, saying that he wrote her by the 
advice of a mutual friend, for information relative to the con- 
duct of Mr. Fairchild and a Miss P. of Connecticut. He 
stated that he presumed she did not doubt that JVIr. Fairchild 
was a bad man, and that he thought it a duty which she owed 
to the cause of Christ to expose him. He promised to keep 
her name a secret if she would communicate all she knew of 
him, and assured her that no harm should be done her. 

Mrs. Jewett says she replied to this letter, and stated to Mr. 
Adams that she knew Mr. Fairchild when he was a young man 
keeping school in Connecticut, and that he paid some attention 
to a Miss P. who was a niece of hers, and that she was one of 
his scholars ; but that she never heard that he was engaged to 
her, or that he intended to marry her, and that she never 
knew or heard of any impropriety on the part of either of 
them, and that the character of both of them stood high and 
above suspicion ; or in words to that effect. She said she also 
requested Mr. Adams to give her the name of the mutual 
fn'efid spoken of by him, 

Mrs. Jewett says that Mr. Adams replied to her letter, and 
that he stated he still thought she knew something against Mr. 
Fairchild, and that he thought it her duty not to withhold what 
she knew about him, and set forth some reasons (which I have 
now forgotten) why she ought to exiK)se him ; but he did not 
give her the name of the mutual friend. 

Mrs. Jewett replied to this letter, as she says, and referred 
him to her first letter as containing the whole truth relative to 
all she ever knew or heard respecting Mr. Fairchild and Miss 
P. ; and here, she says, the correspondence ceased. 

Mrs. Jewett stated to me that at the time she knew Mr. Fair- 
child, she should think he was about twenty-two years of age, 
and that he was unmarried, — that she never, from the time 
she first saw him to the time she received Mr. Adams's letter, 
heard of any suspicion or rumor of any impropriety, either on 
the part of Mr. Fairchild or Miss P., and that if there had been 
any thing of the kind, she should certainly have known it. She 
also stated that Miss P. was still living, and that her character 
was now, as it ever had been, above reproach or suspicion. 
She further stated that Mr. Adams might write to Connecticut 
for information respecting them for fi\Q hundred years, and yet 
he would find nothing against the character of either. She 

13 
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appeared to be surprised that a mutual friend should have ever 
put Mr. Adams upon such a false track, and she exhibited the 
greatest anxiety to know who he could be. 

Isaac L. Folsom. 

The statements of my friend in this letter were after- 
wards fully confirmed by the testimony of Mrs. Jewett 
herself, taken in the form of deposition ; a few of her 
statements in answer to questions proposed to her, I 
will here insert, 

" I knew Rev. J. H. Fairchild when he was a young 
man. I have never seen him since. I never knew or 
saw Rev. N. Adams. In the year 1846 I received a 
note and a letter signed by N. Adams, requesting 
information of what I knew of Rev. Mr. Fairchild. 
My reply was, that I knew nothing against the charac- 
ter of Mr. Fairchild. Mr. Adams in his second letter 
stated he thought I knew something against Mr. Fair- 
child, and thought it a duty that I should make it 
known for the cause of Christ. He stated that it 
should do me no harm. My reply was that I had noth- 
ing further to say than what I had stated before, that I 
knew nothing against Mr. Fairchild." Mrs. Jewett waa 
asked in her cross-examination this question : " Did you 
ever meet the said Fairchild in company with the said 
Miss P., and if so, how often?" Ans. "I have no recol- 
lection of ever being where they were both present, 
except at some religious meeting. I never heard of 
any impropriety in Mr. Fairchild's conduct towards 
Miss P. ; nor do I know any thing against his moral 
character in connection with her or with any one else." 
I quote thus much of her testimony merely to confirm 
the statements of Mr. Folsom. I have no comments to 
make on this singular transaction. I leave that to Mr 
Clifford. 
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On the 16th day of October the case of Mr. and Mrs. 
Jordan came up for action before the church, agreeably 
to the vote of the meeting in March. Dr. Adams was 
more earnest than ever in his opposition. What he 
said on that occasion is thus testified to by Mr. Samuel 
W. Lane, a member of good standing in Mr. Adams's 
church. " At that meeting," says Mr. Lane, " Mr. 
Adams stated that a communication had come to his 
knowledge made by one man to another on shipboard, 
it being done under circumstances, as he remarked, 
when men are often free and unreserved in their inter- 
course. He then stated that if this matter was known 
to the church, and he believed it would soon be made 
public, though without any agency on his part, they 
would believe as he did, that there was more guilt rest- 
ing on Mr. Fairchild's head, than on the head of any 
man that walks the streets of Boston, or words to that 
effect Shortly after these remarks by Mr. Adams the 
vote was taken, and the letter requested by Mr. Jordan 
was refused." I have before me the testimony of 
another member to the same effect. 

These statements of Dr. Adams before his church 
soon came to my knowledge, and I deemed it a Chris- 
tian duty to write to him the subjoined note. 

Boston, October 22, 1846. 
To Rev. N. Adams: — 

Sir, — I have been credibly informed that in your church 
meeting on Friday evening the 16th inst. you publicly said that 
there was more guilt resting on my head, than on the head of any 
man who walks the streets of Boston, or words to that effect. 
Duty to myself, to my family, to my church, and to the minis- 
try forbids me to let this matter pass unnoticed. Several w^ays 
of noticing it have been suggested to me. But my only anxiety 
has been to take that course which is most in accordance with 
the spirit of the gospel, and most likely to meet the approbation 
of heaven and of all good men. I have come to the conclusion 
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that mj Jirst duty is to address to you this private note, that it 
may fully appear, in the event of an appeal to the public, that I 
did not proceed hastily, or without due regard to Cliristian cour- 
tesy and the rules of the gospel. 

I must say to you that I consider the attack which you made 
on me in the presence of your church as wholly unjustifiable 
and grossly slanderous. Had you any civil or ecclesiastical 
right thus to attack me ? Was it Christianly thus to assail a 
man in his absence, with no opportunity to defend himself? 
Suppose any other pastor in Boston had made the same attack 
on your clmracter in the presence of his church ; would you 
not have deemed it a gross outrage upon your rights and privi- 
leges ? Could he have done it with impunity ? And yet he 
would not have committed a greater impropriety than you have 
done. I am as truly under the protection of the laws of the 
land and the rules of the church, as you would be in the case 
supposed. I am as truly the pastor of a Congregational church, 
in every legal and ecclesiastical sense, as yourself. 

I have been told also that, in your church meeting, you gave 
the members to understand that you had seen a letter giving an 
account of some awful disclosures about me which one fellow- 
passenger had made to another on board some ship at sea. 
Why did you not state to them that the letter was shown you 
by Deacon Drake, and written by Mr. Patton, formerly of 
South Boston, but now of Hartford, — two men who liave done 
their utmost to crush and destroy me. Why did you not state 
also that the gentleman who is said to have made the disclosures 
on shipboard, is now at his home in Boston, within ten minutes' 
walk of your own house, and request the church to appoint a 
committee to call on the gentleman and ascertain the facts in 
the case ? Did you not know that you were then reviving an 
old story which had been proved to be false and slanderous, 
years ago ? 

But what surprised me most of all was the misrepresentation 
which you gave in your church meeting as to the cause which 
delayed the referees till a late hour at night, in making up their 
result. Did you not know that the referees would contradict 
you ? Had you forgotten that your only trouble was to deter- 
mine what ought to be done with the deacons ? One of the 
referees has given me an account of what took phice that night, 
and particularly of what you said and did. The time may come 
when the whole of your doings on that occasion will be brought 
to light 

When I took up my pen, I did not intend to go so much into 
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a detail of the matters to which allusion has been made, as I 
have done. But I do not see how I could have said less, if I 
spoke at all. 

You well know that we are ministers of the gospel and pas- 
tors of churches, — that we profess and teach a religion wliich 
inculcates peace, charity, forbearance, and forgiveness, — and 
that we ought to be very cautious how we say or do any thing 
to wound that cause which we are sacredly bound to love and 
cherish. With this object in view, I hereby request you to take 
back what you said in your church meeting derogatory to my 
character, in the same public manner in which you uttered it, 
and to give letters in the usual form to those members of your 
church in good standing, who may wish to join the Payson 
Church. If you comply with this request, and henceforth treat 
me and my church with Christian kindness and courtesy, all past 
difficulties between us may be regarded as settled. But if not, 
the first step which my church will probably take, will be to 
request of me the corresi)ondence which has passed between 
you and me that they may publish it, — a request which I shall 
grant. In addition to this, they will publish the contents of 
your two letters recently addressed to Airs. J. of Pittston, 
Aiaine, and of her replies. 

A reasonable time will be allowed you to consider and act 
in reference to this matter. 

J. II. FAIRCniLD. 

A few days after this I received the following note 
firom Mr. Adams : — 

Mr. Fairchild, — I received a communication from you 
through the post-office on Saturday afternoon. I did not open 
it ; and it remains to this moment unopened. You will remem- 
ber that in replying to a previous communication from you, I 
said that I would not consent to be addressed by you again in 
the same manner, and requested, if you had any further com- 
munication to make to me, that you would inform me, in a brief 
note, as to the purport of it. On receiving another communi- 
cation from you without such an explanatory note, my first 
intention was to return it immediately. One consideration only 
has prevented me. I am not sure that some anticipations 
which you may possibly have formed, may not have changed 
the tone of your feelings. If so, I would not even seem to 
repulse you, but would show myself ready to repeat my former 
acts of good-will towards you. I shall therefore wait to bear 

13* 



150 REMABEABLE INCIDENTS IN TIIE 

fjpom you, in the manner already indicated, before I read your 
present communication. I will only add, that recent develop- 
ments within my knowledge have rendered any further discus- 
sion of your case by you, in the last degree superiiuous. 

N. Adams. 

In reply to this, I sent the following note : — 

Boston, October 29, 1846. 
To Rev. N. Adams : — 

Sir, — My letter, which you say remains unopened, contains 
no confessions or concessions. I was advised by judicious and 
intelHgent clergymen and laymen to send it to you, not so much 
for my own sake as ^otirs. You refer me to a former letter of 
yours, in which you requested me, if I had any further commu- 
nication to make to you, to inform you in a brief note, as to the 
purport of it. Since you made that request I wrote you a letter 
without any note informing you of its purport. That letter has 
never been returned. The presumption therefore is, that you 
opened and read it. But perhaps my last letter remains un- 
opened because of the " recent developments which have come 
to your knowledge." I have only to say that my chief object ia 
writing you the letter was to inform you, in a kind and Chris- 
tian manner, of some " recent developments Avhich have come 
to 7«y ' knowledge " with regard to your conduct towards me, 
that you might not have occasion to say hereafter that I had 
not treated you as the gospel directs. 

I have now done my duty; and I hereby request you to 
return that letter unopened by my son who is the bearer of this, 
if it so please you. My church will soon attend to the matter 
in such a way as duty may seem to require. 

Yours, etc. J. II. Fairchild. 

Mr. Adams refused to give up the letter to my son, 
as I requested ; hence the presumption is, that he has 
since opened and read it. 

Perhaps I shall have no better opportunity than this 
to explain the statement which Dr. Adams made to his 
church respecting the doings of the referees who sat on 
my case in South Boston in May, 1844, and whose 
result I have given in the early part of my book, 
excJulpating me from all blame. Those referees, as I 
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then stated, were in session till nearly midnight. Dr. 
Adams represents that in making up their result, they 
hesitated about acquitting me till half past 11 o'clock 
at night. Now, Colonel Thomas M. Vinson, one of 
the referees, gave me a very different reason for their 
detention till that late hour. He informed me that 
Mr. Adams had previously drawn up their result, in 
which he censured the South Boston deacons with 
great severity, and advised the Phillips Church to disci- 
pline them ; and if they refused, he proposed to call on 
the sister churches to withdraw fellowship from that 
church. The colonel informed me that while Mr. 
Adams was for censuring the deacons therij the majority 
of the referees objected, on the ground that the deacons 
were not on trial, and that my acquittal would, by 
implication at least, be a severe rebuke upon them; 
and that if the deacons did not henceforth let me alone, 
quietly to pursue my labors at Exeter, they would then 
publish to the world what their views were of the 
conduct of those men in their treatment of me. This 
counsel prevailed; and the offensive parts of Mr. 
Adams's draft of the result were erased. The colonel 
further told me, (and he said the same on the stand in 
court,) that as soon as the referees went into secret 
session, Mr. Adams was the first to speak, and that he 
said, " Now in all this there is nothing against Brother 
Fairchild: there is not even the shadow of a shade 
against him." And yet, two years afterwards, as I was 
informed, he represented to his church, in order to pre- 
vent them from recommending members to my church, 
that the referees were greatly troubled about my moral 
character, and that their hesitation about clearing me, 
kept them up to deliberate till near midnight. The 
Rev. Hubbard Winslow, another member of that board 
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of reference, testified in court as follows : " I was one 
of the referees to whom were submitted the charges 
against Mr. Fairchild before the Davidson affair came 
up. Mr. Dana was the only one who hesitated about 
giving Mr. Fairchild an unquaUiied acquittal, on the 
ground, as I understood, of there having been some- 
thing in his conduct a little indiscreet There were two 
points, which we had occasion to consider, which caused 
a little delay in making up the award. One was a 
part of the report which Dr. Adams had drawn up 
rebuking or chastising the deacons. The other, about 
Mr. Fairchild's indiscretion, was very soon disposed of. 
The one about the deacons detained us some time. 
There was a perfect unanimity among the referees that 
there was no moral guilt in Mr. Fairchild; that his 
motives were pure and good." 

The Rev. Dr. Burgess, of Dedham, states, that soon 
after the Davidson story was circulated, he had an 
interview with Dr. Adams, and asked him how this last 
story affigcted his mind with regard to the matter about 
which he and others had just sat in judgment, and had 
given me a certificate fully exonerating me from all 
blame. He assured Dr. Burgess that the last charge 
brought against me did not alter his views respecting 
the first, — that " every thing was then patiently, thor- 
oughly, and conscientiously investigated, and if we 
were to go over the same ground again, we should 
come to the same result." But on the 16th day of 
October, 1846, that matter which was then so clear as 
not to admit " the shadow of a shade," was now so 
dark and suspicious, as to fill his mind with strong 
doubts as to mv innocence ! 
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CHAPTER XIV. 

I AM now entering on that part of my story which is 
to develop such instances of depravity and reckless 
wickedness, as I think are rarely to be found in any 
history, sacred or profane. I refer to the story so in- 
dustriously circulated by Dr. Adams and Deacon 
Drake, of my having once contracted by my vicious 
habits an infamous disease. I will state the facts of 
the case with as much brevity, and at the same time 
with as much delicacy, as the nature of the circiun- 
stances will permit I shall make few comments as I 
go along, because the reader will find that portion of 
these " remarkable incidents " stated and commented on 
in Mr. Clifford's argument, with all the clearness of the 
light of noon. But in order that I may do justice to 
all concerned, in what I am about to state, I must go 
back a moment to the council at Exeter. The first 
time I heard of the story was soon after the council had 
adjoiuned. As it was reported to have come from my 
family physician, I could bring nothing to my recollec- 
tion as to any disease I had ever had, which could 
claim "even the shadow of a shade" of truth for its 
foundation. At length it occurred to Mrs. Fairchild 
that in 1833 I had an inflammation in my urinary 
organs, and that my enemies had probably originated 
the story from a recollection of that circumstance. As 
Dr. George Hayward was my only physician while I 
resided in Boston, and as she was going to the city the 
next day, I determined at once to send a note by her to 
the doctor. She called with my note, bearing date 
August 29, 1844, and on reading it, the doctor stated 
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to her, — and the same in substance in a note to me, — 
that, on the evening of the day when the news first 
reached Boston that I had committed suicide, he had 
met some six or eight gentlemen at a medical club, 
and that there the subject became, for a short time, the 
topic of conversation. He expressed his surprise at the 
melancholy intelligence, as he had been my family 
physician for many years, and had ever regarded me as 
a pure-minded man. On hearing this statement, one of 
the gentlemen present remarked to him that he had doubt- 
less been deceived with regard to my moral character, 
and that there was no doubt but that I had been a man 
of licentious practices for a series of years, and that 
now the evidence of my guilt was so plain that I could 
not get rid of it, and therefore I had confessed it by ray 
rash act. Dr. Hayward was greatly astonished at this 
intelligence ; and under the excitement of the moment 
made a remark like this : " If such were his character 
and habits, then I probably made a mistake when I 
attended him some years ago for inflammation." This 
led to another note from me, and another in reply from 
him, all of which were published to the world years 
ago. And soon after the publication of this correspon- 
dence, I received letters from physicians in different 
parts of the Commonwealth, entire strangers to me, 
naming several medical writers of high authority, re- 
questing me to direct the attention of my lawyer to 
those writers when my suit against Dr. Adams came on 
for trial, assuring me that those authors would show 
very clearly to the court that my disease, according to 
the statements of Dr. Hayward, was very common 
among males and females of the most virtuous habits, 
and not infrequent among children. 

But this story, as was very natural, occasioned at the 
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time among my friends a good deal of anxiety and in- 
quiry. Many gentlemen speedily called on the Doctor, 
to ascertain from him the facts in the case. Among 
the number who called were Rev. Dr. Dana, Rev. Hub- 
bard Winslow, and Rev. Louis Dwight. These gentle- 
men were entirely satisfied that the report had no foun- 
dation in truth, and that my disease was not disreputa- 
ble. At least Dr. Hayward says they assured him they 
were, and Messrs. Winslow and Dwight stated to me 
their interview with the Doctor, and that their minds 
were wholly relieved from every suspicion of guilt. 
And I never heard but that everybody was satisfied at 
that time. I was told that the matter was up in the 
weekly meeting of the pastors in Boston, and that the 
Rev. Mr. Rogers stated to the brethren that he had 
made inquiry, and was convinced of my innocence. 
All this was known to Dr. Adams. He was doubtless 
aware of this report when at the Exeter council, and 
then gave no credit to it. That was in the summer of 
1844. But in October, 1846, this old story was newly 
vamped up, and Dr. Adams received it into willing ears, 
doubtless because he could use it to great advantage 
before his church meeting, then near at hand, and ac- 
complish by it what he had vainly attempted to accom- 
plish by his correspondence with Mrs. Jewett. He had 
asserted that before the church should meet in October 
to take action on the case of Mr. and Mrs. Jordan, 
some awful disclosures would come out from " down 
east," which would annihilate me and my church. But 
as that effort proved abortive, I do not know what Dr. 
Adams would have done to prevent the church from 
granting the request of those applicants for a letter, had 
it not been for the news which had just reached him, 
coming from on shipboard, under circumstances, as he 
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stated to his church, " when men are often free and un- 
reserved in their intercourse." One of the brethren, on 
hearing this statement in the presence of the church, 
remarked to me that he supposed Dr. Adams had refer- 
ence to two sailors who had got together in the caboose, 
and were there whiling away their time in spinning out 
their long yarns over my late trial in Boston, the one 
telling the other what wonderful things he knew about 
the matter, and that I had escaped conviction by the 
jury, simply because he was not there to testify. But 
the resuscitation of that story, which had been dead 
and buried for two years, came quite opportunely to 
help him out of his embarrassment. The circumstances 
which revived this old story were these : In the summer 
of 1846, Dr. Hayward visited Europe, and on his return 
found himself a fellow-passenger in one of the British 
steamers with Rev. Dr. Patton of New York, the father 
of Rev. William W. Patton, who had succeeded me as 
pastor of the Phillips Church. This led to inquiries 
about me in relation to my trial before the civil court. 
In the course of this conversation. Dr. Hayward stated 
to Dr. Patton that he himself came very near being 
involved in that controversy; and then mentioned to 
him the circumstances of his attendance on me in 
1833, as I have already detailed them. On his return 
to New York, Dr. Patton communicates to his son 
William, who had previously imbibed all the prejudices 
of Dr. Adams and Deacon Drake against me, and who 
had attended my trial in court, manifesting the deepest 
anxiety lest I should escape conviction, — Dr. Patton, I 
say, while his son was in this state of mind, communi- 
cates to him what had passed between himself and 
Dr. Hayward on shipboard. And William, highly 
pleased with this, to him, good news, forthwith writes 
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to Deacon Drake, giving him, professedly, a detailed 
account of what his father had just stated to him. 
This letter was dated Monday, October 12, 1846, and 
the meeting of Dr. Adams's church to act on Mr. Jor- 
dan's application was to be held on the Friday follow- 
ing. I presume no one will doubt but that he regarded 
the receipt of this letter just at that time, as a " special 
providence." Instead of going with it directly to Dr. 
Hayward, as it seems to me any man would have done 
who was in search after truth, and getting him to con- 
firm it, he states to his church on Friday evening that 
he had just received a communication coming from a 
most respectable source, giving such an account of my 
moral character as would make them believe as he did, 
that I was the wickedest man that walks the streets of 
Boston ; and though he was not permitted to tell them 
what it was, or from whom it came, yet it would doubt- 
less soon be published, though not by any agency of 
his, and then they would have no more trouble by their 
members requesting to be recommended to my pastoral 
care. That statement of Dr. Adams produced the de- 
signed effect. Mr. and Mrs. Jordan's request was 
refused. 

The contents of Mr. Patton's letter were so exhilarat- 
ing to Deacon Drake that he could not be contented 
with simply showing it to Dr. Adams, but to many 
others, especially to some who had hitherto been my 
warm friends, and had sympathized with me in all my 
troubles. One day a friend of mine entered the bank 
of which Deacon Drake was cashier, and he handed 
the letter to him to read. He stepped into an adjoin- 
ing room for that purpose, and before he had finished 
reading it, a gentleman called to see him on some busi- 
ness, which they were to meet there to settle at that 
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hour by previous appointment. Not having got through 
w^ith the letter, my friend asked the deacon's permis- 
sion to take it away with him, on his promise to return 
it soon. This was readily granted. He put it into his 
pocket among some other papers relating to business 
transactions, — which papers he soon had occasion to 
pass over into the hands of a gentleman to whom they 
belonged, forgetting that the deacon's letter was 
among them. This gentleman on reaching home 
and examining his papers, found among them Mr. Pat- 
ton's letter. He being a member of Dr. Adams's church 
at that time, and having heard about the disclosures 
soon to come from on shipboard, perceived at once that 
he had in his hands the very communication to which 
Dr. Adams referred in the late church meeting. He im- 
mediately made up his mind that duty required him to 
copy it and put it into my hands ; and at a late hour 
of the night the work was done. The next morning he 
called at the bank, and gave the original to the deacon, 
and passed directly over to my house and put the copy 
into my hands, and with it a five dollar bill. I will 
here quote a few sentences from that letter, and only a 
few, as I shall soon have occasion to recur to it again. 
Mr. Patton says to the deacon, " Will you please show 
this letter to Rev. Nehemiah Adams, as it will save me 
the trouble of WTiting to him." The gentleman who 
gave me the letter says that over the name of Mr. 
Adams there was pasted a piece of paper ; but by hold- 
ing it up to the light, he could distinctly read the name. 
What the motive of Dr. Adams could have been in 
causing his name to be thus concealed, I ^vill not under- 
take to determine. But I think that every honorable 
reader will agree with me in saying that he ought to 
have concealed it from very shame in having his name 
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BO conspicuous as one of such a trio, engaged in a work 
so ungracious and degrading as to make any man 
ashamed who made the least pretensions to decency or 
humanity. One more paragraph from Mr. Patton's 
letter to the deacon : " I thought these things would 
interest you, and might, some way^ be put to use. We 
must not despair. God will yet bring out the truth 
about Mr. Fairchild, and his almost unparalleled guilt 
will be exposed." 



CHAPTER XV. 

At the time of the receipt of this letter, the corre- 
spondence between Dr. Adams and myself was in press, 
and Boon to be issued. As we had previously heard 
about this letter, my committee had inserted in the text 
of the correspondence a call for its publication. The 
call was expressed in these words : — 

We hereby give assurance to Mr. Adams and Deacon Drake 
that no civil prosecution shall be commenced against them for 
publishing it, nor against its author. AVe desire its publication, 
that Dr. Hayward may have a suitable opportunity of telling 
the world the whole truth about the matter, that he may thus 
Dail the story, as base coin, to the counter, and show up the 
men who have been engaged in the disgraceful business of giv- 
ing it circulation. 

On reading this challenge to publish Mr. Patton's 
letter. Dr. Adams and Deacon Drake felt that something 
must be done. And so Dr. Adams copies that part of 
the letter which, if true, would ruin me, and takes it to 
Dr. Hayward for his sanction. And here I will quote 
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what the doctor says about that matter in his deposi- 
tion. In answer to a question proposed to him by my 
counsel he says, " Rev. Nehemiah Adams brought a 
letter to my study, and asked me whether it contained a 
true statement. I told him it did not. Either at that 
interview or at another which took place about the same 
time, I showed him copies of two letters which I had 
written to Mr. Fairchild, and told him that they con- 
tained the facts. He asked me for copies of them, 
which I declined giving. I took the letter which he 
showed me and looked it over, and as I did so, taking 
my pencil I erased and struck out in various places, re- 
marking as I did so ^ this is not correct,' * nor this,' and 
BO on, until I had made what alterations I deemed nec- 
essary. The letter as altered, I think is correct enough, 
so far as it goes. It does not contain the whole. I 
mean it is correct so far as it contains any facts in re- 
gard to Mr. Fairchild." This letter thus corrected, con- 
tained nothing implicating my moral character. And 
yet Dr. Adams and Deacon Drake afterwards used that 
letter repeatedly and publicly to blast my reputation 
without regard to the doctor's corrections, and at the 
same time referring to Dr. Hayward as the only compe- 
tent witness in the case ! But more of this by and by. 
On the 19th day of November, 1846, Deacon Drake 
wrote a letter to Rev. Dr. Sheldon of Easton. The 
deacon was born somewhere in that region. He had 
relatives and friends attending on the ministry of Dr. 
Sheldon. The doctor was well and favorably known in 
all the neighboring towns. He was a member of the 
council that installed me over my present church, and 
made the introductory prayer. And moreover, he had 
exchanged pulpits with me. It was therefore vastly im- 
portant to Deacon Drake that he should enlighten the 
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mind of Dr. Sheldon on the subject of my gross moral 
delinquencies, well knowing the unenviable position in 
which he must stand in that community, unless he 
could change the views of the doctor respecting me. And 
so he writes him a letter, just one year after my installa- 
tion, a part of which I will here subjoin : — 

Boston, Noyember 19, 1846. 
Rev. L. Sheldon : — 

Dear Sir, — The deep interest with which I have listened to 
your preaching, and the approbation which I have heard my 
beloved uncle Bethuel Drake express of you as a devoted pas- 
tor, induce me to hope and believe you would not knowingly in- 
flict a lasting stigma upon the cause of Christ by sustaining in 
the ministry an impure and corrupt man. True it is impossible 
for me to conceive it possible that a regard for the glory of God 
would have induced you to assist in installing a man who had 
been expelled by the Association to which he belonged, and 
against whose installation the ministers in the vicinity who 
knew him best, protested ; but what is impossible to me I am 
willing to believe is possible to you, until I have positive evi- 
dence to the contrary. A short time since I received a letter 
from Rev. "William W. Patton, my late beloved pastor, now set- 
tled in Hartford, Conn., — an extract from which I forward you, 
as it goes to establish a fact, which, although not new to me, 
may be so to you. The father mentioned, I would remark, is 
Rev. Dr. Patton of New York city. Some part of the extract 
has not reference to the fact, but goes to show that the informa- 
tion was altogether unsolicited on my part. 

The deacon then goes on to insert the extract, which 
it is not necessary for me to copy. He closes his com- 
munication to Dr. Sheldon in these words : — 

When I received the letter from Mr. Patton, I put it into the 
hands of a gentleman in this city whose word will not be ques- 
tioned, and did not see it again until measures had been taken 
to ascertain both from Dr. Patton and Dr. Hayward that the 
facts justified all that was said in the letter. It has also been 
ascertained that Mr. Fairchild ascertained before he published 
bis book, by corresjwnding with Dr. I lay ward, that he said he 
cured him of that disease, and that he would not recall the aa- 
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sertion. Keeping this fact in mind, if you will read what Mr. 
Fairchild has written in his book respecting his having tlie dis- 
order, and ciin still believe him an honest man, it will be useless 
to adduce further evidence. I ask no one to believe my testi- 
mony, but am ready to produce proof when required. I have 
written you for two reasons. 1. To justify myself from the 
grave charge of slander which Mr. Fairchild has preferred 
against me. 2. That if you choose to sustain Mr. Fairchild, 
you may not do it ignorantly. 

Yours, with much respect, 

Jeremy Drake. 

This letter, unsealed, was handed by Deacon Drake 
to one of the leading and most influential members of 
the church in Easton, with the request that he would 
read it, and then seal and forward it to Dr. Sheldon. 
He did so ; and the result was that the doctor soon ex- 
changed with me a second time, and sent me by mail 
the deacon's letter. 

The gentleman here spoken of, " whose word will not 
be questioned by any man," was Dr. Adams, as the 
deacon admitted in court. I wish the reader to take 
particular notice here that the deacon's letter is dated 
the 19th of November, and that he says it had then been 
ascertained from Dr. Hayward by Dr. Adams that the 
facts therein stated, were true. And yet Dr. Hayward 
testifies that when Dr. Adams brought him that letter, , 
he had erased and struck out certain parts of it, as I 
have just mentioned, — the only parts which, by being 
retained, could do me any harm. But here is the letter 
sent to Dr. Sheldon just as the deacon received it from 
Mr. Patton, without any regard to Dr. Hayward's cor- 
rections ; nay, asserting that the doctor had seen and 
confirmed the whole ! And yet the deacon says he sent 
the letter for two very commendable reasons, (if they 
were only true,) with which he closes his letter. 

On the 15th day of February, 1847, there was Issued 
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from the press of Messrs. Jordan & Wiley of this city, 
a pamphlet with the following title : " Tlie Medical Fact 
in Mr. Fairchiltts case in answer to a call for it by the com^ 
mittee of his church" This pamphlet was signed "Jere- 
my Dmke," who, of course, became responsible for its 
publication. The deacon says he published it in answer 
to a call for it by the committee of my church. Now 
the committee of my church had never made any such 
call, as the reader wall see by turning back to the express 
words of the call. Their call was for Mr. Patton's let- 
ter, nothing more, nothing less. But this pamphlet 
contains only about one third part of that letter ; and 
that one third part consists of the very extract from 
which Dr. Hay ward " had erased and struck out " every 
thing which could, by possibility, implicate me in crime. 
And yet the deacon says that the fact which he an- 
nounces in his pamphlet of my " once having labored 
under a disreputable disease, is distinctly given on the 
authority of one of the most distinguished clergymen 
in New York, who had it directly from the mouth of 
the only competent witness in the case," — that is, from 
Dr. Hayward. Yes, he repudiates the testimony of the 
man whom he styles, at the very moment of repudia- 
tion, " the only competent witness in the case," and re- 
fers his readers to him as such ! But this is not all. He 
not only withholds the letter, and gives merely a garbled 
extract, but he suppresses the doctor's name. It is Dr. 
Blank that says so and so. He does not give even his 
initials. The letter was called for by my committee 
avowedly for the purpose of giving Dr. Hayward an op- 
portunity of replying to it, and exposing its falsity. 
But Dr. Hayward was not Dr. Blank ; and therefore he 
bad nothing to say. 

The appearance of this pamphlet gave me and my 



164 REMARKABLE INCIDENTS IN THE 

people no little anxiety as to the course which duty re- 
quired us to take. My first impression was that I must 
now call on Deacon Drake to answer for his slander 
before a civil tribunal. I felt as though my duty, as a 
minister, could demand of me forbearance and patience 
no longer. But I dreaded a suit at law as not com- 
mendable in a Christian minister, and to be avoided if 
possible, and not justifiable, but as the last resort for 
a redress of wrongs which can no longer be endured. 
I expressed this reluctance to wise and good men ; and 
it was deemed by them most advisable, as the first step, 
to apply to Dr. Hayward for a written statement of the 
case, and publish to the world so much of it as might 
be judged necessary to counteract the pernicious effects 
of the deacon's pamphlet. And so I obtained his state- 
ment, and then called a meeting of the gentlemen of my 
parish, and read it to them, together with my corre- 
spondence with Dr. Hayward in September, 1844. After 
hearing all the documents, and discussing the subject at 
some length, it was finally voted to appoint a committee 
to reply, in pamphlet form, to the ^^ Medical Faci^'* though 
one of the gentlemen present was so desirous of having 
the deacon prosecuted that he oflered to give two hun- 
dred dollars for that purpose ; and because I refused he 
soon withdrew from my ministry. A reply was speedily 
prepared and signed by fifty-six of my parishioners and 
published in the Boston Times. It is a long document 
occupying nearly two colunms. I will quote only two or 
three short paragraphs. 

The undersigned, attendants on Mr. Fairchild's ministry, 
held a meeting Marcli 15, 1847, to consider what notice ought 
to be taken by us of a certain scurrilous pamphlet recently pub- 
lished by Jeremy Drake, entitled " The Medical Facts in Mr. 
Fairchild's Case" After a thorough examination of the mat- 
ter, it is our deliberate opinion, without reference to any ulterior 
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measures, that it is, first of all, a solemn duty which wc owe to 
our pastor and ourselves, as well as to the Christian community, 
to proclaim to the world, that the charge thus preferred by 
Deacon Drake against JVIr. Fairchild, is grossly libellous. We 
have looked into the matter most critically, — heard all the cor- 
respondence alluded to by the deacon in his pamphlet, which has 
ever passed between Mr. Fairchild and his physician in relation 
to it, — examined into all the circumstances connected with it, 
and obtained his physician's statement of the whole case over 
his own signature ; and we do not find a particle of evidence 
that "• Mr. Fairchild once labored under a certain disreputable 
disease." We have ascertained that fourteen years ago this 
present month, Mr. Fairchild was suffering from a difficulty in 
the urinary organs, attended with severe inflammation, — that 
his physician treated him solely for that difficulty, and did not 
prescribe the remedies which are commonly employed in cases 
of ** disreputable disease." We find that under this treatment, 
afler the lapse of four or fvYQ weeks, the difficulty was removed 
and his health restored. We further learn that the symptoms 
of diseases like that under which Mr. Fairchild labored, are 
equivocal, — that is, the same symptoms often develop them- 
selves whether the disease proceed from a pure or an impure 
cause, — that they are found in persons of the most virtuous hab- 
its, and not unfrequently in children under the age of ten. We 
learn from one of the most respectable physicians in Boston that 
he has, at this time, a child under his care not four years old, 
where the same symptoms are developed as in Mr. Fairchild's 
case. 

We have been striving to live and labor in peace with our 
pastor, attending to our own concerns, and not meddling with 
the affairs of other people. But when Mr. Patton's letter came 
as a firebrand among us, and such an unjustifiable use was 
made of it to injure us and our pastor, wc felt constrained to 
notice it as a breach of the ninth commandment. Had Deacon 
Drake put that letter into the fire as soon as he received it, and 
said nothing, all this difficulty would have been avoided. He 
well knew that it was " the same old &iory newly vamped up ;" 
but having said, years ago, that he would do all he could to get 
Mr. Fairchild out of the ministry, and having signally failed in 
all his preceding attempts, he doubtless thought that he should 
be able by means of that letter, to accomplish his purpose. We 
advise him henceforth to let Mr. Fairchild alone. Let him do 
this, and we will venture to predict that it will be better for 
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him, and all connected with him. "VVe are heartily sick and 
tired of this controversy ; and so are the public. We design to 
take no further notice of the deacon, so far as publishing is con- 
cerned. He has asserted in the face of the wide world that 
" Mr. Fairchild once labored under a certain disreputable dis- 
ease." He has thus uttered a gross libeL Christian forbear- 
ance, and the wish that he may see his error, has led us to make 
this reply to his " Medical Fact." We truly pity the man, and 
sincerely hope that there will be no further occasion to notice 
him or his libel. If, however, he still persists in his attempts 
to injure Mr. Fairchild, he will be noticed in some other way. 
Our pastor has the rif^hts of a citizen, — rights as important and 
precious to him as to any other man ; and these rights he is de- 
termined to assert and maintain. This is his duty, not only as 
a man, but as a Christian ; and in this, we pledge ourselves to 
sustain him. 

I come now to disclose a transaction in relation to 
that pamphlet which I would gladly conceal from every 
eye, if I could do it consistently with the character of a 
truthful narrator of facts ; especially would I do it for 
the credit of the ministry. Deacon Drake was not the 
author of that pamphlet. It claims a higher parentage. 
In order clearly to explain this matter, and to finish this 
disgusting story, I must anticipate a little, and state the 
astounding facts which came out in court on the trial 
of Dr. Adams in the summer of 1851. In 1847 the 
Rev. A. W. McClure, then of Maiden, was editing a 
monthly publication in Boston called the Observatory^ 
whose office was at No. 21 Cornhill. Connected with 
that olfice was a gentleman, an entire stranger to me, 
who saw and heard things which made him feel indig- 
nant at what he suspected was a plot to destroy me. 
Though he was not in the secret and knew nothing, 
except what occasionally struck his eye and ear as he 
was passing in and out of the office, yet he was con- 
vinced that something was being concocted there which 
foreboded no good to me. After I had commenced the 
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prosecution of Dr. Adams for libel and slander, 1 ascer- 
tained that this gentleman had probably some testimony 
which would be important to me in the approacliing 
triaL Accordingly I sent him a note on the subject, to 
which he soon replied in a letter dated December 18, 
1850, some extracts from which I will here insert. 

If Mr. McClure be not too cunning for your lawyer, you will 
be able to prove your case by him. I know that he kept a pile 
of small tracts or pamphlets upon his desk, at No. 21 Cornhill, 
some two or three years ago, which seemed fresh from the 
press, afid these tracts were for gratuitous distribution to clergy- 
men and others. The tract, of which perhaps you have a copy, 
was concerning you, and referred to the matter of your being or 
having been afflicted with some disreputable disease. Mr. 
McClure, I recollect distinctly, showed the pamphlet to several 
gentlemen who came into the office at diffisrent times, and 
talked over the matter. He handed the pamphlet to them, for 
them to keep. I took one myself. I think I may go further, 
and say that Mr. McClure, and Dr. Adams, and Mr. Drake, 
(Jeremy, I think his name is,) were in frequent and active 
conclave together in this work, at Mr. McClure's office. I 
think, also, that Mr. McClure procured, or instigated the publica- 
tion in the Puritan, (of which he was, at that time, one of the edi- 
tors,) of an article or paragraph directing the reader to a docu- 
ment bearing reference to this matter, which document was said 
to be on file in court, or somewhere, I do not recollect precisely. 
The simple fact is, that Mr. McClure and Dr. Adams were for 
a long time in constant communication together, concocting, and 
devising, and executing this infernal and guilty plot. 

The information contained in this letter led me to 
summon Mr. McClm-e into com-t as a witness. I will 
here give -his testimony, copied literally from the notes 
taken at the time by Mr. Clifford, my senior counsel, 
who was then, as he is now, the attorney-general of the 
Commonwealth. Says Mr. McClure: — 

I prepared for publication in February, 1847, the pamphlet 
entitled the "Medical Fact." In the course of its preparation I 
had frequent conversations with Dr. Adams. Ue made sugges* 
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tionj', — examined the manuscript, — eliminated passages, etc 
I accepted all Dr. Adams's suggestions except one, which was a 
proposed change of phraseology in the last paragraph. The 
question of bringing it before the public in some form or other 
bad been discussed between Dr. Adams and myself before I 
was applied to to prepare the pamphlet My mind was influ- 
enced in part to prepare it, by these conversations. The prin- 
cipal object of the pamphlet, as understood by Dr. Adams and 
myself, was to bring on a prosecution against the publisher by 
Mr. Fairchild, in which the testimony of Dr. Hayward would 
be taken, and all the facts come out. It was a distinct challenge 
to Mr. Fairchild to prosecute, and I was surprised it did not 
have that effect. In the preparation of the pamphlet Dr. Adams 
advised the cancelling of certain passages which had reference 
to the corroborative testimony of other witnesses — two physi- 
cians and a lawyer — as their testimony, he thought, would 
come* with more effect in the expected prosecution. Dr. Adams 
and I did not expect that we should be prosecuted, but that Mr. 
Drake would be. 

Here is a statement under oath, of all, and more than 
all, which the writer of the preceding letter assured me 
my lawyer would be able to get out of Mr. McClure, if 
he was not too cunning for him. I cannot describe my 
feelings as I listened to these developments from the lips 
of Mr. McClure. It seemed incredible that two clergy- 
men professing and teaching a religion of love and good- 
will to men, and with them a deacon of an Orthodox 

church, coidd have been engaged in such I do 

not know what to call it. Here was a pamphlet pre- 
pared by these professedly Christian gentlemen and offi- 
cers in a Christian church, for gratuitous distribution, to 
be spread broadcast over the land, and probably a copy 
thereof sent by mail or otherwise to every Orthodox 
clergyman in the Commonwealth, — a pamphlet so im- 
pure that few parents would consent that their sons and 
daughters should peruse it ! Let it be remembered, too, 
that it contains the very paper which Dr. Adams had 
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cairied to Dr. Hayward to ascertain if the statements 
therein made were correct^ and which the doctor told 
him were not correct^ and " with his pencil had erased 
and struck out in various places," — yes, this very paper 
thus corrected and deprived of all its venom. Dr. Adams 
causes to be inserted in that pamphlet, retaining the 
very words and expressions as true, which Dr. Hayward 
had declared were false, and at the same time assuring 
the reader that Dr. Blank, (meaning Dr. Hayward) had 
confirmed the whole ! and doing all this, too, after he 
had solemnly assured his church that, though the matter 
would doubtless be made public, yet that he should not 
be instrumental in its publication ! Surely it is not al- 
ways extravagant to say that " men of low degree are 
vanity ; and men of high degree are a lie." But I dare 
not trust myself to make any comments on such 
affecting exhibitions of human weakness and deprav- 
ity I The reader will see this done, and well done, 
when he comes to Mr. Clifford's argument. I must, 
however, be excused here for expressing the wish, that 
if the preceding statement should happen to fall under 
the eye of that good clergyman who said to me that he 
thought, when he read Dr. Adams's Marblehead letter, 
he must have been inspired in -WTiting it, — I wish he 
would just ask himself whether he thinks that Dr. 
Adams was inspired while preparing the Medical Fact ; 
and if inspired, by what spirit ? 

I cannot well resist the temptation here to quote a 
few lines from Dn Adams's letter to me, dated April 10, 
1846. In speaking of the character of my public com- 
munications, he says, " It is very evident that the spirit 
of all grace has not breathed upon you in preparing 
your published writings. The savor of piety, of meck- 
Desdy gentleness, and forgiveness is nowhere found in 

15 
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them." I would here make my appeal to the reader, 
and ask whether he thinks " the spirit of all grace was 
breathing " upon Dr. Adams when preparing that false 
and filthy pamphlet ? I would further ask whether he 
can find in that publication " the savor of piety, of meek- 
ness, and gentleness ? " In my judgment, if the spirit 
of all grace breathes into a man such thoughts and sen- 
timents, it would be wise to pray most fervently for de- 
liverance firom such breathing. And so, if " the savor 
of piety and gentleness " be found there, I think the less 
any one has of such savor the better, both for this life 
and the life to come. 

But I have not yet quite done with that Medical Fact. 
After it was printed, and before its distribution, it was 
sent to Dr. Hayward by Deacon Drake with a letter, — 
which letter was doubtless prepared by Dr. Adams ; at 
least, he would criticize it, and give it the last finishing 
touch, as he had done with the pamphlet. I will here 
quote the closing part of the letter. 

If the statements made by you should be hereafter denied by 
Mr. Fairchild's friends, it is not supposed that you will publicly 
confirm them ; but assurance has been given that other gentle- 
men, who have a knowledge of the facts from yourself, will do 
BO, if circumstances should render it necessary. 

Very respectfully, &:c., 

Jeremy Drake. 

The object of this letter is seen at a glance. It 
was written to intimidate the doctor. It was telling 
him to be cautious how he contradicted what was 
stated in that pamphlet, lest certain gentlemen should 
be brought forward to put him down by testifying 
that they had heard him say what Dr. Adams there 
makes him say. But the doctor immediately gave 
me a written statement pronouncing the pamphlet 
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false, and soon afterwards showed that he was not 
a&aid to do so under oath, as the reader will pres- 
ently see. 



CHAPTER XVI. 

I MUST now go back to the reply of my fifty-six par- 
ishioners to what we then supposed to be Deacon 
Drake's Medical Factj but are now compelled to put the 
authorship on Dr. Adams himself. As he was not sat- 
isfied with that reply, nor with the statement which Dr. 
Hayward had given me in writing in spite of the moni- 
tory letter sent him by Deacon Drake, he therefore re- 
solves to take another step to compel Dr. Hayward to 
say what he is so anxious to have him say, but what 
the doctor could not say, without uttering the most pal- 
pable falsehood. Hence on the 6th day of April, 1847, 
I received a notice signed by Thomas S. Harlow and 
R. N. Peirce, two justices of the perce, that Dr. Hay- 
ward had been summoned to appear before them at the 
request of Jeremy Drake, to give his deposition about a 
matter in which I was interested. The case was de- 
ferred till the 14th of April. I understood that the doc- 
tor at first declined testifying, on the ground that if a 
physician were liable to be summoned into court and 
there compelled to disclose all he knows about the dis- 
eases of his patients, (especially to gratify the pique of 
a bitter enemy,) it would be not only a breach of confi- 
dence, but tend very much to diminish his practice. 
Ascertaining this fact I wrote a note to his lawyer urging 
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him to advise Dr. Hay ward to testify /or mt/ sake, assur* 
ing him that the doctor's deposition was w^hat I anxiously 
desired, as it would satisfy every honest man in the com- 
munity, who should read it unprejudiced, that he had 
never found me laboring under any " disreputable dis- 
ease." I told him if the doctor should refuse to testify, 
my enemies would say that his refusal was suiHcient 
evidence of my guilt. The result was, that he did tes- 
tify. And while Mr. Brigham, the lawyer whom Dea- 
con Drake employed, was taking the deposition, and 
proposing questions to Dr. Hayward, he was noticed to 
have before him a memorandum in the handwriting of 
Dr. Adams, doubtless to aid him in examining the wit- 
ness by suggesting certain inquiries which must, by no 
means, be forgotten ; and shortly after the deposition 
was taken. Dr. Adams was seen in Mr. Brigham's office, 
there reading a document supposed from its appearance 
to have been the deposition. He doubtless hoped to 
find something in the doctor's statements, when under 
oath, which would confirm the story of his Medical Fact. 
But alas ! he found nothing ! He there learned that the 
doctor had given oath to the truth of the written state- 
ment which he put into my hands, as is stated in the 
Reply of my fifty-six parishioners. I think that Dr. 
Adams, on his return from Mr. Brigham's office, must 
have felt almost as much chagriiied as when opening 
and reading the letter recently addressed to him by 
the Hon. Henry A. Wise, of Virginia. 

A copy of the deposition was soon put into my 
hands. And when I had finished reading it, I gave 
thanks to God for " taking the wise in their own crafti- 
ness," as they had now saved me from falling into the 
very pit which they themselves had been so long dig^ 
ging, night and day, for my destruction. Into that pit 
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they fondly anticipated that the doctor's deposition 
would plunge me, there to lie concealed, making no 
more noise, — no, not even peeping. 

But Dr. Adams, it would seem, was still determined 
not to rest He must, after all, make something out of 
Dr. Hayward's deposition. And therefore he, or his 
faithful coadjutor, Mr. McClure, sends a communication 
to the Puritan^ now lying before me, dated June 10, 
1847, from which I take the following extract: — 

Events which have recently occurred, have caused to be 
placed on the public records in the Registry of Deeds for Suf- 
folk, a deposition taken by two magistrates, from a physician in 
this city, in a legal form, respecting his professional treatment 
of Mr. Fairchild. As many have a wish to know the truth 
about the matter, which has created much remark in this vicin- 
ity, it is proper to give public information of the fact, that the 
materials of a correct judgment now exist in an authentic 
shape, and are open to public inspection. 

The reader will need no one to tell him the object 
of this notice. If they really wanted the public to see 
it, why did they not publish it ? They well knew, too, 
that not one in a thousand who should read that notice 
in the Puritan^ would ever think of going to the Registry 
of Deeds to examine the document, and that the bare 
announcement of such a fact in such a paper, would be 
the best and wisest plan to propagate the slander. I 
never heard of but one gentleman who ever went to the 
R4»gistry of Deeds to r(*ad the deposition ; and he re- 
marked to me that if he had doubted my innocence 
before^ he should have had no doubt after reading it. 
He expressed a wish that I would publish it to the 
world. I told him the time had not then come. But in 
December, 1&49, circumstances, in the judgment of 
judicious counsellors, required its publication. And 
multitudes, on reading it, thought me strangely indiffer- 
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ent to my reputation, to allow such an effectual weapon 
of defence to lie so long in my draw unused. 

After the taking of said deposition and inserting the 
note in the Purilan^ directing public attention to it, 
things seemed to have settled down into a state of 
quietness and ease. I therefore concluded that the 
time had now come when duty required me to request 
of the Association a certified copy of the vote, whatever 
it might be, by which I was declared expelled from that 
body January 7, 1845, as the Daili/ Mail notified the 
public four days afterwards. The Mail simply an- 
nounced the fact. I now wanted an official notice 
both of the fact and the/orw of expulsion. I had been 
waiting many months, hoping Dr. Adams had seen his 
error, and would now so far retrace his steps as to ad- 
vocate a rescission of that vote, and thus end the strife. 
And so I waited till April, 1849. I then called on Rev. 
Mr. Thompson, of Roxbury, supposing him to have 
been the scribe of the Association at that time, and 
requested him to be kind enough to aid me in obtaining 
my just rights. He received me very courteously, and 
assured me that if I had been deprived of my just 
rights, and if he could aid in regaining them, he would 
do it wdth pleasure. I then told him that common 
fame had said that there was a vote on their book of 
records affecting my interest, no copy of which had 
ever been received by me. He expressed his surprise 
at this neglect, assuring me that it was my right to 
have a copy, and then added: " If I were scribe I 
would give you one without hesitation ; but at our last 
meeting. Rev. Mr. Alvord, the pastor of Phillips Church, 
and your neighbor, was appointed scribe ; you must 
therefore go to him." I went to him with my request; 
but he utterly refused to give me a copy, or to let me 
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Bee the book, without the permission of the Association. 
I argued the case with him awhile, as to mv rights in 
the matter ; but to no purpose. I therefore was obliged 
to defer further action in the matter till the meeting of 
the Association, on the first Tuesday in May. I then 
sent a written request addressed to the moderator, 
stating what common rumor had said about a vote on 
their records respecting me, and desired a copy. My 
request was granted; and Mr. Alvord, the scribe, soon 
forwarded me a copy, which has already been inserted 
in a preceding chapter. When I read it, I was utterly 
amazed that Christian men, — the teachers of truth and 
righteousness, should ever have put upon record a pre- 
amble and vote so infamous and false. I then resolved 
at once never to rest till that foul record was expunged, 
and their book made to tell the truth. I immediately 
prepared and sent to every member of the Association 
a printed circular, that they might all have suitable 
notice of what would come before them at their next 
meeting in July. I here subjoin a true copy, wliich will 
speak for itself. 

Boston, May, 1849. 
To THE Members of the Suffolk South Association : — 

Brethren, — I thank you for the immediate and unanimous 
compliance with my application, made at your last meetinjij, for 
a copy of the preamble and vote separating me from your Asso- 
ciation. If I had known, or even suspected the precise nature 
of that preamble and vote, I should not have rested till this 
time without requesting a copy. I need not say that the perusal 
of the copy of a record, so utterly false and libellous, has filled 
me with grief and horror. 

The atrocious crimes alleged against me I denied from the 
beginning. I denied them in the most solemn of all circum- 
stances, when I supposed myself to be dying; I deny them 
DOW, and always shall while I live; and is it christianly to 
charge a man with faUebood, after the truth of his declarations 
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has been substantiated by the unanimous verdict of an honest 
jury ? 

The coun(^l at Exeter, so far from having proved me guilty 
of seduction and aduhery, did not say that I had been guihy of 
any crime whatever. Their words are : — '* The Council feel 
compelled to expres.-; their deep conviction that Mr. Fairchild 
caimot be innocent in this matter; and that, unless he can pre- 
sent a clearer vindication of himself, before some tribunal more 
competent than ourselves to compel the attendance of witnesses, 
and the utterance of all the truth, and till such act be 
DONE, he ought not, and so far as our decision goes, does not, 
longer hold the place of a minister in the church of Christ." 

Does the council here say that they had proved me guilty of 
seduction, and adultery, and falsehood ? They do not even say 
that they believed me guilty. " Deep conviction is less tlian 
belief." Their action was not, strictly speaking, a deposition 
from office, but simply a suspension till 1 should do a certain 
act recommended by them ; which act I did, and by so doing 
was restored to my oflice, from which they had temporarily sus 
pended me ; and I began to preach immediately after, and have 
been preaching ever since, without hearing a word from that 
council that I had put a false construction on their result. Be- 
sides, if they hsai proved mc guilty of those shocking crimes, as 
}«our records say they had, is it possible that they would have 
recommended a man, so steeped in vice, to go to a civil tribunal 
that he might again "hold the place of a mhiister in the church 
of Christ ? " To say that they had proved me guilty, but refused 
so to express it, through lenity^ is an impeachment of their 
integrity. Does not the vote on your records do violence to 
every law of interpretation ? 

I have been credibly informed, that when the vote was pro- 
posed in the Association, separating me fi-om that body, it was 
said by those who urged its passage, that if I ever came into 
court for trial, and was acquitted, it could easily be rescinded. 
I did come, was tried, and honorably acquitted. But that vote 
still remains on your records. If this be right, judge ye^ 

Two or three weeks before that vote was entered on your 
records, I had published to the world that I should come to 
Boston for trial, as soon as my counsel could make the neces- 
sary {)reparation. Wjus it kind to pass the vote in such ha^te 
as not to give me time to satisfy you whether I would come or 
not ? AVas not the passing of the vote, at that time, going before 
the law to my injury ? And is not the retaining of it on your 
records, going behind the law to my injury ? * 

* Sm Appendix. 
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When you vote on my request, I would thank yx)u to take 
the question by yeas and nays. 

As this whole afiair is too painful to be regarded with indif- 
ference either by you or me, will you not give the subject of 
this letter your earliest possible attention ? 

Yours, in Christian courtesy, 

J. H. Fairchild. 

July 3(1, 1S49. 

P. S. — When my case comes up for action, if any objec- 
tions are urged against granting my request, or if it should be 
proposed to act in any way whatever against me, I trust you 
will notify me, and say as Agrippa once said to Paul, " Thou 
art permitted to speak for thyself." I have never yet had a 
hearing before the Association. As the sentence of condemna- 
tion on your records was passed upon me unheard, I hope you 
will not consent to listen to any arguments against reversing 
that sentence, or in favor of any action which may be injurious 
to me, without allowing me to be present. 

Permit me here to express my earnest desire that you will 
act on my case to-day. But if you have not time to do so, then 
you will oblige me very much by holding a special session at 
as early a day as possible, say Thursday of this week. Do 
not, I entreat you, defer action till your next regular meeting 
in September. Life is uncertain, and the thought of leaving 
the world with such a libel on your records to be handed down 
to future generations, is as painful to me as it could be to any 
one of you in a reverse of circumstances. All I ask is, that 
you will do as you would be done by. 

Yours, etc., 

J. II. F. 

The Association met at West Newton, July 3d, 
1&49. My circular was read, and a special meeting 
appointed to act on it, to be holden in Boston at No. 
28 Cornhill, on the 10th of July. At the hour of meet- 
ing, 1 sent in a note requesting permission to be present 
to hear and answer for myself. Rev. Messrs. Louis 
Dwight and Joseph Haven, then of Brookline, but now 
Professor in Amherst College, soon called on me as a 
committee from the Association, and presented me with 
a vote just passed, to this effect, (I quote from memory, 



178 REMARKABLE INCIDENTS IN THE 

as the vote is not before me.) " If Mr. Fairchild wishes 
to have an interview with the Association, he may 
come in for that pm*pose." Owing to the singular 
phraseology of the vote, I at first declined going in; but 
thinking that I might possibly mistake its meaning, I 
concluded to accompany the committee to the meeting. 
I found Dr. Burgess in the chair. I first asked for an 
explanation of their vote. I remarked that the word 
" interview " seemed to imply more than one to con- 
verse; and yet it might be expected by them that I 
should do the talking, while they were mere listeners. 
I appealed to the moderator to decide this question. 
He replied that he presumed the object of those who 
passed the vote was to hear, and not to be heard. He 
then put the question to the Association, whether he 
had given the right construction. They nodded assent. 
I told them that I felt embarrassed. My request and 
the reasons why it should be granted, were plainly 
stated in my circular then before them. I knew not 
that I could add any thing to it. But I expressed my 
earnest desire to hear their objections, if they had any, 
that I might reply. But they were as silent as the 
house of death. I then remonstrated against their 
accusing and judging and punishing me behind my 
back, without letting me know why they had put that 
vote upon their records, and their reasons for retain- 
ing it. I told them that their course was contrary to 
all law, — English law, and American law, and Gospel 
law; "Yes," says the Moderator, "and Roman law, 
too." But they heeded not my remonstrance. I thought 
then, and I think so still, that such rank injustice, — 
such gross inhumanity, is without precedent in the civil 
or ecclesiastical history of New England. As I was not 
permitted to remain that I might hear and answer for 
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myself, I withdrew from the meeting, having pre- 
viously assured them that I did not wish to be restored 
to membership with them, but simply to have their 
records set right; and lest they should object on the 
ground that by rescinding their vote I should come 
back into their body, I told them that I would imme- 
diately take a letter to the Woburn Association, assur- 
ing them that it could not possibly be more offensive to 
them than it would be to me, to be connected with that 
Association. As I was leaving the room I requested 
Dr. Beecher to read to the Association a letter, which 
he had recently received from his friend. Rev. George 
Allen of Worcester, a copy of which had just been put 
into my hands, and that they might regard that letter 
as my argument in addition to what I had said in my 
circular. And I was told that he did read it. I here 
give the letter : — 

Worcester, June 26, 1849. 
Dear Brother Beecuer : — 

" Fair play is a jewel," was the saying of the boys when I 
was one of them ; and the spirit of the saying is as good for 
men as boys, and quite as good for ministers as for the people. 
My attention has very unexpectedly been called within a few 
days to the case, or ratlier certain aspects of the case, of the 
Rev. Mr. Fairchild of South Boston ; and I have concluded to 
state to you my views of the matter in my own free way, not 
doubting of your willingness to let me have my own way thus 
far. 

I was greatly pained on learning, last evening, the terms and 
tenor of the preamble and vote by which Mr. Fairchild was ex- 
cluded from the Suffolk South Association, together with the 
fact that such a preamble and vote are still allowed to remain 
on record, to extend and perpetuate their operation, although 
their professed reasons and claimed foundations have been 
wholly taken away, if they can truly be said to have ever been 
more than professed and claimed. It seems to me. Brother 
Beecher, that even on the supposition that the act of the Asso- 
ciation was originally defensible as to both manner and sub- 
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Stance, (respecting which, however, there is a difference of 
opinion,) tlie yet allowed perpetuity of the act cannot be justi- 
fied by any law, — certainly not by the law of Christ. Indeed, * 
I think that the common sense of right and wrong, or, in other 
words, universal conscience, would have claimed that the effect 
of the vote on Mr. Fairchild's exclusion from the Association 
should cease on his acquitUil by the jury. If after his acquit- 
tal jorwflfe?j/ia/ reasons might have justified a further disconnec- 
tion of Mr. Fairchild from the Association, that would have 
been a matter by itself, — a new question of mere exjMjdiency, 
and wholly independent of proven guilt, assumed and set forth 
in the preamble of the vote now on record. The effect of the 
record should not have outlived the effect of the result of coun- 
cil, on which it was professedly and carefully based. So soon 
as that result was superseded and became nugatory by the ver- 
dict of the jury, (an effect deliberately and righteously provided 
for by the council,) so soon should the dependent disability of 
Mr. Fairchild, as a member of the Association, have passed 
into a like nonentity with that of his disability as a minister of 
the gospel. 

If I understand the leading facts in the case, Mr. Fairchild's 
claim that the record of January 7, 1845, be rescinded, is a 
just claim, which ought to be at once allowed, and in such man- 
ner as best becomes a magnanimous ministry. 

If I mistake not, three considerations involve the merits 
of the issue between Mr. Fairchild and the Association, 
namely : — 

1. T/ie tenor of the result of council at Exeter, 

2. The verdict of the jury and its effect on that result. 

3. The vote of Association as interpreted by the light of its 
reasons. 

1. 7^e tenor of the result of council. The import of that 
result is plain, and cannot be tortured into ambiguity. It clearly 
and with studied precision prohibiLs Mr. Fairchild from holding 
the place of a minister in the church of Christ till the occur- 
rence of a specified contingency. It does not contemplate an 
absolute, unconditional proliibition in perpetuity, but expressly 
stipulates conditions, the compliance with which is to terminate 
the prohibition, and, of course, restore to him suspended func- 
tions. This svspension till a contingent event, is not only clear 
by its own apt terms in the result, but harmonizes with, and is 
corroborated by other parts of the result. For instance. The 
council refniin from an absolute, unqualified declaration of the 
guilt of Mr. Fairchild in any one of the charges they were 
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called to investigiite ; and indeed they convict him of no spe- 
cific offence whatever. To be sure, they ** express their deep 
conviction that Mr. Fairchild cannot be innocent in tliis mat- 
ter ; " but what guilt or what measure of guilt may be his, they 
prudently assume not to say or intimate, but leave wholly and 
with evident design in the dark, not allowing any to say on 
their authority, that he is guilty of this or that particular 
offence ; for, not to be innocent in some or other way in respect 
to the general matter complained of, is quite another thing from 
being guilty of a particular offence charged ; and the result 
fieems to have been framed in its peculiar manner on purpose 
to avoid saying or authorizing any to say, that any specific 
offence had been proved against the accused. This interpreta- 
tion is also the only one consonant with the subsequent and 
contiguous language of the result ; for the cx)uncil immediately 
proceed to indicate the imperfect means and the unsatisfactory 
extent of their investigation, by suggesting at least the possi- 
bib'ty of Mr. Fairchild*s " clearer vindication of himself before 
a tribunal more competent than ourselves to compel the attend- 
ance of witnesses, and the utterance of all the truth," They 
even intimate their desire and the propriety, if not their ex- 
pectation also, of a more reliable and satisfactory review of the 
case before such a tribunal, by limiting the effect of their depo- 
sition of Mr. Fairchild to such time as he shall successfully use 
such an opportunity. That such a limit to its openition was 
assigned beyond which his ministerial disabilities should cease, 
I think no one can doubt who is willing to know the obvious 
meaning of simple and perspicuous language. 

2. W/iot then was the verdict of the jury, and what its effect 
on the result of council^ Mr. Fairchild, in accordance with a 
notice published by him some weeks before the meeting of the 
Suffolk South Association, January 7, 1845, and of course 
known to tliat body before the adoption of their preamble and 
vote, surrendered himself for trial in the place of the alleged 
offence, before just such a tribunal as the result of council con- 
templated, and by it was fully acquitted of the crime or crimes 
for which he was indicted, being the same substantially as were 
charged on him before the council. This acquittal by a jury of 
his country must have expressed the " vindication " contemplated 
by the result, and being such, of course carried with it the full 
effect provided for by that result, namely, the restoration of 
Mr. Fairchild to his ministerial otRcc. This effect was virtually 
concurrent with the verdict ; for as the prohibition of office was 
by the publiccUton of the result in council, so the restoration to 

16 
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office by authority of that result, was by the publication of the 
verdict in court. If the Christian community may be presumed 
to know the public acts of councils, and that knowledge gives 
effect to their results, they may be presumed to know as well 
the public acts of courts ; and therefore whatever ecclesiastical 
effect is left to depend on the act of a judicial tribunal, must be 
coincident with the knowledge of that act, unless special provision 
is made by the result of council for some other time or way, of 
which there is no intimation in the present case. Indeed the 
council, instead of intimating a necessity for subsequent ecclesi- 
astical action in order to reinstate Mr. Faircliild in the ministry, 
did, by the terms of their result, preclude such necessity, mak- 
ing his restoration depend solely on his acquittal, or virtual 
" vindication " before a competent tribunal. 

3. W/icU then is the vote of the Association as interpreted hy 
the light of its reasons'^ If the reason of an act is unjust, the 
act itself cannot be justified. The foundation failing, the build- 
ing falls. Now what is given as the vital reason for expelling 
Mr. Fairchild from the Association had in it no life at all. The 
preamble asserts that the council at Exeter had proved Mr. 
Fairchild guilty of seduction, adultery, and falsehood. For this 
assertion the dissociation could have had no other authority than 
the result of that council. But that result is vacant of all such 
authority, if the report of it now before me, and received by 
me just after tlie result was declared, is correct, of which I have 
no doubt. The result not only makes ho such declaration, but 
warily shuns tlie appearance of it, and seeks to keep the suspi- 
cious fi*om receiving such an impression. The professed rea- 
son then of the vote of the Association was a fiction^ and wholly 
untrue. It was therefore unjust to Mr. Fairchild at the begin- 
ning, and while allowed to remain on the record, is a perpetua- 
tion of injustice by those who allow it, 

Mr. Fairchild*s recent circular to the members of the Associ- 
ation calls their record " libellous." That it was and still is a 
libel, I have no doubt ; and if such is its character, then should 
the Association erase it, and hasten to undo, so far as they may, 
so plain a wrong. That it was for a time a responsible libel 
seems to me equally clear. Whether it has ceased to be so is 
not so obvious, though any new exhibition of the record, if not 
the mere retaining of it with its presumed and wonted liability 
to exposure, seems to have the nature and tendency of a libel, 
as it leaves character unprotected from voluntary and mischiev- 
ous aspersion, the very evil which the law of libel aims to avert. 
But I am no lawyer, and consult none. Nor, in such a case, will 
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I suppose there is need of nice distinctions and constructions, or 
any disposition to plead the statute of limitations in such mat- 
ters, there was and u a manifest moral wrong in allowing such a 
record in such a case. And it is because of this wrong, that I 
have taken the liberty to address you in the freest manner on the 
subject, and now ask your influence, which I am persuaded is 
not small with your brethren of the Association, that they may 
not delay to do cheerfully a simple act of justice, by erasing the 
preamble and vote in question, and allowing the erasure of the 
record to have its proper, immediate, and full effect in giving to 
^Ir. Fairchild the standing in the Association which its un- 
truthfulness was used to deprive him of. It seems to me that 
any thing less would, in the circumstances at this time of day, 
savor not a little of ministerial prudery, and uncommendable 
adherence to consistency in wrong, under the pretence of puri- 
fying the vessels of the Lord. 

Even if, in some of its language, the council at Exeter had 
ffiverif instead of having refused countenance to the preamble of 
the Association, still the cautious qualification of their result, 
and especially their deference to the verdict of a legal tribunal, 
and the consequent ministerial relief of Mr. Fairchild provided 
for in their result, ought to operate for the erasure of a record 
claiming to rest on the import of that result ; for if it rests at 
all on that instrument, it rests upon it as a whole and not a se- 
lected part, qualified and modified by some other part, and so 
liaving its full and proper meaning not in itself alone, but in its 
connection. 

In whatever light I look at the record, it strikes me as a 
grievous hardship in addition to the other endurances of Mr. 
Fairchild; and the more attentively I consider it, the stronger 
b ray conviction that a promi)t and magnanimous retraction of 
the wrong, will be deemed a privilege by every one who loves 
the right, and does not wish to "judge and set at naught his 
brother." Not only the error of originating such a record in 
such circumstances, when public assurance had been given by 
the accused of a voluntary surrender for trial in a reasonable 
time, even at the very door of the Association, and in the very 
place where suspicion had been busiest to forestall his doom, — 
I say not only the original error calls out loudly for sheer jus- 
tice, but the provision of the result of council and its effect in 
restoring to Mr. Fairchild his office, present to the Association 
an opportunity of restoring to him a common ministerial privi- 
lege, and thus honoring at once the justice and the humanity of 
the religion they profess to teach. Not to erase the record and 
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allow the full effect of such erasure, would be to exercise a 
tyniniiy foreign to the genius of Congregationalism, repugnant 
to the spirit of tlie gospel, and adverse to all true liberty. That 
record, untrue in itself, is the only formal and official condem- 
nation of IMr. Fairchild for the crimes alleged against him. No 
other record denies him any wonted ministerial standing. No 
verdict of a jury touches his character. No result of council 
affects his office. No council or court would have dared on 
any evidence to condemn him without a citation to appear be- 
fore it, and confront his accusers. But the record of the Asso- 
ciation condemns and inflicts punishment without the semblance 
of a trial by themselves and against the verdict of a jury, pre- 
indorsed by a result of council. Such tyranny would be a re- 
proach anywhere ; but more than anywhere else on the spot 
best known on all the face of the earth for its early, strenuous, 
and successful defence of civil and religious liberty. 

I cannot reasonably be suspected of any special predilection 
or bijis in favor of Mr. Fairchild as an incentive to this uninten- 
tionally long epistle ; for though he was a college class mate, 
our sympathies never drew us much together, and probably 
in all my life I have never been in his comj)any as many hours 
as I was years with him in college. I have endeavored to look 
at his present case, as exhibited .by credible evidence ; and in 
my sincere conviction of the unintended, but real injury done 
him by the Association, I have ventured to express frankly my 
thoughts to you as a member of that respected body, and espec- 
ially as one in whom I have had the pleasure to see an ardent 
love of justice tempered with equal resolution and good-will. 

With affectionate regard, your brother in the gospel ministry, 

George Allen. 

But this letter, so forcible and convincing in argu- 
ment, and so just and conclusive in reasoning, had no 
more effect upon the mind of Dr. Adams and his coad- 
jutors than had my circular. They seemed to have but 
one object in view, and that was to retain that gross 
libel on their records, and thus render my name and 
memory infamous through all coming time. 
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CHAPTER XVIL 

iMMEDiATETiY after I left, the conflict began between 
justice and injustice, — truth and falsehood. As I was 
not present to hear, I cannot be expected to state all 
that was said and done, or the order in which the dif- 
ferent speakers addressed the meeting; but I shall be 
able to give a correct account of the principal matters 
then and there transacted. Ten days having passed 
since Mr. Allen's letter was received by Dr. Beecher, he 
must have had sufficient time to examine the subject 
and prepare an answer. I was told that he did attempt 
to answer it. But he has been sufficiently shrewd not 
to let his answer meet the eye of Mr. Allen, through the 
public press or otherwise. 

My friend and college class mate, the late Rev. Louis 
Dwight, advocated the rescinding of that preamble and 
vote, in a speech of much power and eloquence. And 
I should have supposed that his address would have 
had some effect on the mind of Dr. Adams and his ad- 
herents. Mr. Dwight had known me intimately all my 
coUege life. He, and Dr. Barstow of Keene, and my- 
self, were the only professors of religion in our class, if 
I remember correctly, till senior year. It therefore de- 
volved on us three, for years, to take the lead in our 
weekly prayer-meetings, which were attended by many 
of our class mates. This brought Mr. Dwight and my- 
self into frequent and close connection; and he had 
kept his eye on my ministerial life all along down to 
that time. And I understood that he stated to the 
Association, that no suspicion of impurity was ever 
whispered against me, to his knowledge, till the 

16* 
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attempt was made so to impeach me in South 
Boston. 

Dr. Burgess had received a letter from the late Rev. 
Dr. Cogswell, dated Gilmanton, N. H., June 19, 1849, 
who was a member of the Association, excusing himself 
for not being able to attend the meeting, — an extract 
from which was read to the Association, and is as fol- 
lows : — 

Brother Fairchild's case, I have always viewed much as you 
have. And I think that the treatment he has received from 
some of his brethren was unnecessary, unjustifiable, and cruel. 
The action in relation to him of the Suffolk South Association, 
if I understand it aright, was altogether premature, even on the 
ground that he is guilty; and highly reprehensible on the 
ground that he is innocent. This I think is the more genenil 
impression out of Boston. According to the result of the 
council at Exeter, upon his acquittal by the civil tribunal, I 
consider that he was in regular ministerial standing. I consider 
also that his settlement at South Boston was regular and valid, 
both in a civil and ecclesiastical sense. Consequently, according 
to all just propriety and just proceedings, the vote of the Asso- 
ciation respecting him alluded to, ought to have been rescinded 
immediately. Not to do so is rebellion against government, 
and a disregard of all laws and usages, both civil aud ecclesias- 
tical. 

The remarks of Dr. Burgess in favor of rescinding 
the preamble and vote of January 7, 1845, were com- 
mitted to paper, of which the following is a copy : — 

There are four reasons why I prefer to note down my re- 
marks on paper, namely, brevity, accuracy of statement, conve- 
nience of reference, and calmness of mind. And there are two 
reasons why I plead to be heard, namely, that I do not often 
consume the time of the Association, and that I have had ad- 
vantages to make a fair and intelligent estimate of the evidence 
in this case, — having sat in the council at Exeter, and attended 
in the court house in Boston during the whole time that the 
evidence was given in ; and it is only by a comparison of the 
two that one can sec tlie true worth of the testimony. 
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I utterly disclaim partiality, hypocrisy, or connivance at sin. 
Nor do I stand where I am at my own election. Witliout my 
choice I was sent to Exeter ; and only from a sense of duty did 
I follow up the development of the matter till the bubble burst 
And now, while I retain my reason and a good conscience, I 
cannot take any other position than where I stand. My under- 
standing and conscience bind me in anticipation of my final 
account. 

What I say is to define my own position, and not to convince 
others. Right or wrong, the day I suppose is past for the 
change of opinion in the membei-s of this Association, and we 
have only to cultivate mutual kindness, — be willing to differ, 
and show a proper respect for each other's judgment. 

Now to the case. And one thing at a time. Let other mat- 
ters be examined at the proper time and place. 

I have known Mr. Faircliild more than thirty years, a labo- 
rious and successful pastor, — blessed with repeated revivals, 
— a zealous and popular preacher, — particularly acceptable in 
protracted meetings and on public occasions, — a skilful de- 
fender of the faith, — a confidential friend of eminently saga- 
cious and good men ; and never have I detected in him indica- 
tions of unchastity or falsehood. 

When this flagrant re|K)rt came abroad, I was on a journey 
in the Western States. 1 supposed that my brother, after a 
useful and honorable course, had fallen, to his shame and earthly 
ruin ; and I repeated to myself, " Let him that thinketh he 
standeth, take heed lest he fall." 

The payment of money was the first suspicious circumstance. 
If it had been a merchant or a civilian, I had thought less of it 
The begging letter to Rhoda would be easily explained ader the 
payment of money, and did not much trouble me. Her story 
was plausible and not improbable, except the scene in the 
drama involving her seduction, and the final interview to which 
she would have us trace the paternity of the child, — both of 
which always appeared to me to be badly fabricated and greatly 
wanting in probability. The confirmation by the father and 
sister was less than nothing. 

We had, then, her charges on the one side, and his solemn 
denial on the other. What might be the motives and tempta- 
tions to each, — which was entitled to credence, we must estimate 
and look well, says a judge, to the sources of evidence. It is easy 
to see that she might be afraid to go home to give birth to a child 
without money. It is easy to see that she might feel unable to 
extort money from any one, unless from Mr. Fairchiid or Mr* 
Sbailer. 
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It will be recollected, that according to the testimony at Exe- 
ter, she accused Mr. Fairchild under the importunate and alarm- 
ing urgency of Mr. Shailer, her former pastor, and with the 
promise (as will afterwards appear) of double pay from the dea- 
cons at South Boston. It will be remembered, too, that if her 
testimony is true, it proves that Mr. Faircliild is not simply the 
seducer of his chaste maid-servant, but the gross perverter of 
God's word, — the impious trifler in sacred things, interming- 
ling prayers and pollutions on the family altar daily, — the as- 
tounding liar in the apprehended moment of death, — the mur- 
derer of his confiding wife, — the adulterer with the female 
members of his church, — the fiend of hell in human shape. 
Her words to the moderator of the council, that ** she always 
had her own way with Mr. Fairchild," did not favor the idea of 
involuntary seduction. 

At the close of the council at Exeter, we could do no less 
than suspend Mr. Fairchild from the ollicial work of the min- 
istry, and refer the ultimate decision of the case to a future ses- 
sion of the council, — to another council, or to a civil tribunal 
which could compel the attendance of witnesses. It was a 
gloomy suspense to all parties. 

Bi^t evidence soon began to be developed at Abington, Taun- 
ton, and Maine. Mr. Fairchild gave public notice that he 
should appeal to a civil tribunal. I learned by a layman in the 
country that Deacon Drake was much disturbed by this notice. 
I learned that the truthful Irish woman who succeeded Rhoda 
in Mr. Fairchild*s family, was visited by three men who offered 
two hundred dollars if she would sign her name to the paper 
saying that Rhoda came there and went up into Mr. Fairchild*3 
library, and was locked in with him alone. I learneil that the 
hotel-keeper at Taunton would testify that Rhoda said to him 
that she was to receive twice as much money for swearing 
against Mr. Fairchild. I learned that Mr. Davidson, the father 
of Rhoda, had said to one that no minister had any thing to 
do with the matter ; to another that Mr. Fairchild never made 
any confession to him ; to another, (a brother-in-law,) that Mr, 
Fairchild protested that he never had any improper connection 
with his daughter, but that he paid her money to prevent the 
threatened scandal. I learned that Rhoda*s confidential friend 
would make disclosures of the most flagrant character in re- 
spect to her career in Boston. 

The day of trial came. I was in the court room at an early 
hour. The case did not open with any assurance on the part 
of the prosex;ution. The principal witness appeared. And 
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here w the whole point of the matter as to her testimony. 
What infatuation, if there was any worth in any part of her tes- 
timony ! How totally different from her testimony before the 
council at Exeter ! There is now no attic scene, — no shutting 
of a window, — no rain, — no bolt on the door, — no lying 
down on the bed, — no solicitations, — no resistance, — no hor- 
rible Scripture pleadings from Solomon or Lot, — no convulsive 
weeping, — no soothing comforts afterwards, — no sarcastic 
laughing the next moniing. There is no seduction pretended ; 
or she does not know when, or where, or by whom. No. This 
most astounding scene in the whole drama, as exhibited before the 
council is, in court, left out, — is blotted out, — is repudiated, — 
is admitted to be a fiction ! ! 

She begins her story about two weeks later. She lays the 
scene, not in the attic, as she did at Exeter, but in the nursery 
on the lower floor. She makes no intimation of seduction, re- 
sistance, Scripture pleadings, etc. (Here the prosecuting at- 
torney folds up his arms and whispers " that overturns my 
di.sh." And some young man at my side, said, " well done 
Rhoda ! now see if you can stick to tiiat ! ") The whole plot is 
changed. Her statement at Exeter was under oath. That was 
doubtless true, if any thing was true. But she denies the main 
item in it under oath ! No confirming evidence was introduced 
on the part of the prosecution. I hesitate not to say that the 
father's and sister's testimony was less than nothing, — that they 
had better have been kept away. Mr. Thomas W. Phillips 
said, ** that clinches the evidence in his favor." Bradford Sum- 
ner, Esq., who has examined the whole matter, said, ** I have 
not the shadow of a doubt on my mind as to his innocence." 

And now as to our vote and record. 

1. It asserts his deposition by the council, which was never 
true, or pretended. It was suspension only. 

2. It declares him to be proved guilty of seduction and adul- 
tery, which the council do not declare. 

3. It charges him with falsehood in the denial, which surely 
remains to be seen. 

The vote must be rescinded, or we must prepare to defend it 
at the tribunal of public sentiment, and, if necessity require it, 
in the civil court. Where we should look for a particle of evi- 
dence, I do not know. 
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CHAPTER XVIII. 

If Mr. Allen's letter had failed to convince Dr. 
Adams of his error, it would seem that the remarks of 
Dr. Burgess must open his eyes to see his true position, 
as he had been placed in circumstances the most favor^ 
able for forming a correct judgment in the matter, hav- 
ing heard all the testimony before the council and in 
. court. But Dr. Adams gives up not a particle of hb 
opposition. Nothing daunted by this letter and these 
remarks, he begins his pica in favor of retaining on 
their records that unblest preamble and vote, which he 
knew to be false, as well as he knew that midnight is 
not noon. 

One would have supposed that Dr. Adams, after 
leaving Mr. Brigham's office, would never again attempt 
to fix on me an infamous disease. But no ; on this 
subject he seems to have become a perfect monomaniac. 
He is therefore ready to make one more effort to get a 
falsehood out of that document, that thereby he may 
render me odious to the Association, and prevent them 
from doing a simple act of justice to themselves as well 
as to mc, by expunging a grossly wicked libel from their 
records. That document had not then been published ; 
and I presume there were only three copies of it in 
existence, — one on record in the Registry of Deeds 
office, one with Deacon Drake, and the other in my 
possession. A copy of the document was lyings on the 
table before him, and he proceeds to read certain ex- 
tracts and to comment thereon, confidently affirming 
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that there is proof of my guilt in that paper, beyond all 
leasonable doubt. As a corroborative circumstance, he 
states to the Association that Dr. Hayward refused to 
attend Mrs. Fairchild as her physician on account of 
my vicious habits, — a statement not only shamefully 
false, but contemptibly mean. What possible motive 
could have led him to such an ungentlemanly act, 
except the wish to blast her character as well as my 
own in view of the Association ? Her firm adherence 
to me in all my troubles, as well as her unwavering 
faith in my innocence, was well known to the gentle- 
men present; and by thus slurring her, he doubtless 
expected to bring her down to the same state of degra- 
dation in which he was endeavoring to place me. But 
on this topic I cannot dwell. I feel deeply mortified in 
being thus forced to speak at all about the private 
afikirs of my family. 

Dr. Adams further stated to the Association, that a 
lawyer of much distinction in this city, whose word 
would have much weight with the Association, if he 
was at liberty to announce it, on hearing some further 
statements about the case, had lately said, " If he is 
such a man, I will have nothing more to do with his 
case," — thus giving the Association to understand that 
the eminent lawyer was convinced that I %vas such a 
man ; and those very statements which made this law- 
yer thus express himself, were statements made to him 
coming second hand from Dr. Adamses own lips ! On 
hearing these statements, the eminent lawyer said, 
" K he is such a man," etc. And if I were such a man, 
what lawyer of distinction would have any thing to do 
with me? Dr. Adams must not think, at this late day, 
with all the light now shining on the subject, that his 
statements about me, however solemnly made, can have 
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much weight with any man who has a mind and a con- 
science of his own, unless it be among some of the mem- 
bers of the Suffolk South Association. They seem to 
have a wonderful facility in believing that gentleman's 
statements, however inconsistent they may be. 

I have already spoken of the Rev. Louis Dwight as 
present at that meeting. I will now give his testi- 
mony, taken from the notes of Mr. Clifford. Mr. 
Dwight says : — 

Dr. Adams, in his remarks at the meeting of the Association 
in July, 1849, referred to a roll on the table in a very signifi- 
cant manner, as containing something from the records in rela- 
tion to Mr. Fairchild's having the gonorrhea. It was referred 
to in such a way as to stagger me. Dr. Adams referred to the 
document as containing indubitable proof of Mr. Fairchild's 
guilt. This was in conversation with me. He was sitting next 
to me. I said to him, " If that contains testimony from Dr. 
Hayward to prove that Mr, Fairchild had that disease, it is in- 
consistent with what Dr. Ilayward has told me in private." 

Hearing the next day the use which Dr. Adams had 
made of that deposition, J took my copy and went over 
to Brookline, to learn something more about the matter 
from Rev. Mr. Haven. And while there I read to him 
so much of the deposition as would enable him clearly 
to see what its statements were. After hearing it, he 
expressed the greatest surprise. He exclaimed, " Are 
those things which you have been reading really con- 
tained in the document from which Mr. Adams read to 
us yesterday ? " I told him they were. " Well, he read 
nothing of that kind to us ; if he had, his object would 
have been totally defeated." 

And what an unjust and disgraceful method did Dr. 
Adams take to accomplish his object ! For what had 
Dr. Hayward's attendance on me, or refusing to attend on 
Mrs. Fsdrchild, or tlie changed opinion of a distinguished 
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lawyer, supposing it all to be true, — what had it to do 
with the cdL»e before them ? They were called there to 
act on my request to expunge from their book of records 
a vote and preamble of falsehood and infamy, that it 
might not go down to future generations to stigmatize 
my memory, and not to discuss such matters as Dr. 
Adams was obtruding on their attention. What, then, 
could have been his purpose in thus introducing topics 
so foreign from the object of their meeting, but to ren- 
der me odious and detestable to the gentlemen then 
present? I do not wish to sit in judgment on Dr. 
Adams ; it is not my province, though he has so arro- 
gantly assumed it in relation to me. But if he be a 
good man after all this wrongdoing, persisted in for so 
many years, (and there is much more of a similar char- 
acter yet to be developed,) I think that every reader will 
say that the doctrine of falling from grace, as embraced 
by our good Methodist brethren, must, after all, be the 
true doctrine. 

I wish now .to take my leave of Dr. Adams so far as 
relates to his many and oft repeated, though thwarted 
efforts to fix upon me, by vicious practices, an opprobri- 
ous disease, committing him and his unfortunate asso- 
ciates in this disgusting afikir, to the merited and scath- 
ing rebuke of Mr. Cliflford, only adding that if Dr. 
Adams, as an honest and educated man, had ever read 
a medical book of any acknowledged authority, he 
would never have been found furnishing materials, and 
criticizing sentences, and eliminating passages in his 
Medical Fact, unless he wished to make himself an 
object of ridicule among all men of literary attain- 
ments. But whether his treatment of me in this mat- 
ter is to be attributed to ignorance or malice, is a ques- 
tion for my readers to determine. Charity bids me 

17 
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hope, for his sake, (though hoping against hope,) that it 
is a sin of ignorance, which it may please God "to 
wink at" 

At the close of the meeting. Dr. Burgess and Mr. 
Dwight requested permission to enter their protest on 
record, that it might be known, in all future time, that 
their voice was raised against perpetrating and perpetu- 
ating such iniquity. But Dr. Adams objected. Dr. 
Burgess said he would enter his protest, if allowed, only 
in two words, — ^^ false and libellous ! " But no ; this 
privilege could not be granted, as Dr. Adams said " it 
would be disrespectful to the Association!" But he 
could see no disrespect to God or man in recording, and 
retaining, and justifying in their book one of the gross- 
est libels that was ever penned I no disrespect at all in 
persisting in a palpable breach of the ninth command- 
ment, but very respectful to persecute a man with un- 
tiring energy for ten years, for being only suspected of a 
breach of the seventh. 

The next day I received from the scribe the follow- 
ing note : — 

South Boston, July 11, 1849. 
To J. H. Fairchild: — 

Dear Sir, — The Suffolk South Association direct me to send 
to you the following general result of the meeting yesterday. 
Full copies of their votes will be forwarded to you as soon as 
the minutes are corrected so that I am able to make them out 
by authority of the Association. 

1. A motion, "That the vote of January 7, 1845, on the case 
of Mr. Fairchild, be rescinded," was decided in the negative. 

2. They have adopted a declarative vote to show what were 
the views of the Association at the time when the preamble and 
vote of January 7, 1845, were passed, by introducing the lan- 
guage of the Exeter Council into a new draft of said preamble 
and vote. 

3. They have appointed a committee of three to consider 
whether any further entry upon our minutes is desirable with 
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reforenoe to the proceedings of the civil court and installing 
council. Yours respectfully, 

J. W. Alvokd, Scribe of the Associatxoru 

Having previously engaged to exchange pulpits on 
the loth of July with Rev. D. D. Tappan, then pastor 
of a church in Marshfield, I sought and obtained an in- 
terview with Mr. Webster at his house on Monday 
morning. I stated my case to him fairly, though 
briefly, and asked him whether I could hope for redress 
in the civil court ? He replied that my case was a very 
plain one, — that the Association had uttered a libel 
against me, — that such a clerical body was not known 
in law in Massachusetts, — that they had no more legal 
right to place such a preamble and vote on their records 
than twelve men in a bar room would have to do a sim- 
ilar act, and were just as responsible to the law for it, — 
that I might sue them for slander collectively or indir 
vidually^ and that the law would sustain me in either 
course, — that when I had got through with one, I 
could take another, till all who originally voted to put 
them on record, or had since voted to retain them there, 
had suffered the penalty prescribed by law for such 
offences. He spoke particularly of the statute of limita- 
tions in relation to my case, that although that libellous 
vote was put on record in January, 1845, yet as I had 
received no official copy till May, 1849, the statute of 
limitations would not apply to the case till May, 1851, — 
that the law assumes that the man thus slandered is 
ignorant of it till he has a certified copy of the record 
which contains it, and that therefore as I had no legal 
•knowledge of the existence of the slander till last May, 
I was not barred by any law from commencing a civil 
prosecution, till two years had elapsed from the date of 
the certificate sent me by the scribe. This is, in sub- 
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stance, what Mr. Webster said on the merits of my 
case. And as I arose to depart, having expressed my 
thanks, and been assured by him of a welcome with 
that indescribable smile, so peculiarly his own, the like 
of which I never saw before, and never expect to see 
again on any "human face divine," I then took my 
leave with the usual salutations ; and as he received my 
hand he said, " permit me to give you one word of ad- 
vice, — if you should ever be placed in such circum- 
stances again, (which I hope will never be,) have noth- 
ing to do with an Ecclesiastical council. They are the 
last body of men on earth, however wise and honest, to 
sit in judgment in such a case. Their education, their 
habits, their profession, are all unfavorable to the exer- 
cise of that discrimination so essential to the right 
understanding, and thorough sifting, and safe applica- 
tion of human testimony." 

Shortly after my return from Marshfield, I addressed 
the following letters to the Hon. Rufus Choate : — 

Boston, July 23, 1849. 
Hoy. RuFus Choate : — 

My dear Sir, — In connection with this note, I send you my 
circular addressed to the members of the Suffolk South Asso- 
ciation. On reading it, you will at once perceive its nature and 
desitj^n. 

When Mr. Bartlett wrote you at TVashing:ton, requesting you 
to become my senior counsel, in my trial before the Municipal 
Court, you declined on account of certain circumstances which 
you did not specify. Presuming that there is nothing now ex- 
isting to prevent you from counselling me in private^ I send you 
this note, asking you to advise me, a poor, injured, oppressed, 
persecuted clergyman, what I can do, in my present position, 
to obtain my rights, which have been most unjustly wrestedU 
from me. 

I never received till the second day of last May, any official 
notice of my expulsion from the Association. I never once 
suspected that they had entered a vote on their records so 
totally false and libellous. But smce I have been officially 
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iDformcd of it, by having a certified copy put into my hands, 1 
have been seeking its erasure. To accomplish that object, I 
sent them my circular. They have recently held a meeting to 
act on my application ; and a majority voted not to rescind, 
though I am told that a respectable minority were very urgent 
that tlie vote should be rescinded, because it was not true, and 
therefbi*e doing me great injustice. I remonstrated both in per- 
son and by letter against their sitting in judgment on my case, 
and condemning me without permitting me to hear and answer 
for myself. But my remonstrance availed nothing with the 
majority. I was excluded ; and I left them solemnly protesting 
against such a procedure, as a violation of all law, human and 
divine. 

It seems that my impartial trial, and honorable acquittal, by 
the civil court, did not satisfy some of my ministerial brethren ; 
and they have therefore treated me ever since, just as though I 
had been pronounced guilty. They have thus set up their own 
opinion as paramount to the opinion of lawyers and judges 
and jurors. For this reason I now ask you, as one learned in 
the law, to counsel me as to what course I ought to take. I 
beg you, at least, to admit me to an interview with you, that I 
may verbally state to you my case more fully than I can do by 
writing. Your adince would be of great service to me. I do 
hope and believe that it is in your power, under God, to put me 
in the way of obtaining relief, and of restoring to me my just 
rights as a minister and as a citizen. God knows that I am 
innocent of the crimes for the imputation of which I have suf- 
fered so much ; and the laws of my country proclaim me inno- 
cent too. Verily I have, like Paul, " heen in perils amofig 
false hreUiren** Respectfully, yours, 

J. II. Fairchild. 

P. S. — I will call on you within a few days, either at your 
house or office. J. H. F. 

Boston, July 27, 1849. 
Hon. Rufus Choate : — 

My dear Sir, — I want words to express my gratitude to you 
for the kind manner in which you treated me yesterday. 
Knowing that your time was precious, I did not say all that I 
wished to say. Excuse me for expressing a few additional 
thoughts on paper. 

As soon as Mr. Adams ascertains that I am making prepara- 
tion to obtain my rights by a legal prosecution, he will doubtless 
como to you for advice. It has occurred to me that a plain 

XI' 
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statement of the cxise by you would convince him that" he is 
wrong, and might induce him to do me justice, without com- 
pelling me to carry the matter to the civil court. I have no 
wish to use the law in order to regain my rights. All I a>k is 
that the Association rescind the vote on their records, because 
the professed reason of it is a fiction, and wholly untrue ; and, 
consequently, the retainmg of it is a perpetuation of injustice 
towards me. " That vote, false in itself, is the only formal and 
official condemnation of me for the crimes of which I have 
been accused. No other record denies me any wonted ministe- 
rial standing. No verdict of a jury touches my character. 
No result of council affects my olficc." I am the regularly 
constituted pastor of a regularly constituted church. The ven- 
erable Dr. AVoods of Andover, preach(;d my installation ser- 
mon. He recently spent a Sabbath with me, and preached to 
my people both parts of the day. 

It seems to me that you might convince Mr. Adams that he 
cannot safely pei*sist in treating me as he has done, on the 
ground of his impressions. He is welcome to his impressions ; 
but he has no right to use them to injure my reputation as a 
man, and usefulness as a minister. He was not a witness in 
courts because he could testify to nothing but impressions. 
This he was permitted to do at Exeter, which doubtless led the 
council to come to such a result as they did ; but no such lib- 
erty was granted him in court. 

Do, my dear Sir, use your influence to have this matter set- 
tled without a resort to civil law. " Blessed are the peace- 
makers." I want nothing but a simple act of justice. Let 
them rescind that vote, and thus restore me to regular standing, 
and then I will immediately ask for a letter of dismission and 
recommendation to the Woburn Association, or to some other. 
I have no wish to retain my connection with them a single day 
after I am restored. I mention the Woburn Association, be- 
cause they have sent a unanimous vote to the Suffolk South 
Association, requesting them to rescind the vote by which I was 
excluded. This shows their opinion of me. 

I said a word to you ye?terday about that disreputable dis- 
ease which Mr. Adams seems so desirous to fix upon me. 
Judge Warren told me that this story came to his ears before 
he engaged to be my advocate, and that he went immediately to 
his friend Dr. Hay ward, to consult him on the subject, and that 
he was pei-fectly convinced of my innocence from what the 
doctor stated to him ; otherwise he would never have consented 
to defend me in court. If lilr. Adams will take back such in- 
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sinnation.s, and cause that vote to be rescinded, he will hear 
nothing further from me. This will be to act in accordance 
with the law of right and justice. But if he refuses to do this, 
I see no way of obtaining my rights except by an appeal to the 
laws of my country. This I shall do with great reluctance, 
and may God make use of you to prevent it. 

I send you with this the correspondence between Mr. Adams 
and myself. It would be unreasonable in me to expect you to 
read the whole of it. But I do earnestly request you to read 
three pages, namely, the 38th, 43d, and 44th. You will then 
have a bird's-eye view of the manner in which he has treated 
me. I also send you a copy of the preamble and vote of the 
Association, which I am seeking to have rescinded. 

If I have committed an impropriety in thus addressing you, 
let my peculiar position and my earnest desire to regain my 
rights without litigation be my apology. 

Respectfully yours, 

J. II. Fairchild 



CHAPTER XIX. 

About the time that I wrote the preceding letters to 
Mr. Choate, I addressed the following note to Rev. J. 
W. Alvord, then scribe of Suflblk South Association : — 

Boston, July 26, 1847. 
Rev. J. W. Alvord : — 

Dear Sir, — I would thank you to furnish me with a copy of 
the doings of the Association, in relation to my case, from the 
meeting which was held in tlie vestry of the Phillips Church in 
June or July, 1844, to the meeting of January 7th, 1845. I 
presume that you can have no objection to granting this re- 
quest, since you read them all to me by order of the Associa- 
tion, in your last meeting. I wish for the names of all the 
members who were present at each meeting, — the names of 
the committee appointed at the meeting in your vestry, — the 
purpose for which they were appointed, — a copy of the letter 
sent by the Wobum Association, and the disposition which was 
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made of that letter. I wish, particularly, for a full and com- 
plete co})v of the n»cord.s of your meeting in January 7, 1845. 
I hope tliat you will attend to this matter without any unneces- 
sary delay. \\' your engagements are such that you have not 
time to transcribe the records, I will readily save you the 
trouble by doing it myself in your study and in your presence. 
Please let me hear fjom you soon. 

Respectfully yours, 

J. II. Fairciiild. 

To this note Mr. Alvord replied as follows : — 

South Boston, July 26, 1849. 
To Mr. J. H. Fairchild : — 

Dear Sir, — Your note requesting a copy of the doings of 
the Suliblk South Association in relation to your case, from 
July, 1844, to January 7, 184'), is just received And in reply, 
while I have no private objections to your request, yet as scribe 
of the Association, (and as I have belbre said to you.) I deem it 
inconsistent with my trust to put in circulation copies of their 
minutes without th(.'ir consent. Your note will therefore be 
communicated to the body at their next meeting, and if so au- 
thorized, 1 will cheerfully furnish the papers which you desire. 

Yours, respectfully, 

J. \V. Alvord. 

Mr. Choate either refused to take the course which I 
had requested him to take, or if he did, Dr. Adams 
would not heed him. I therefore directed my junior 
counsel, A. B. Ely, Esq., to cause a writ to be served 
on Dr. Adams the 2d day of October, 1849, and com- 
menced a suit for libel and slander, which was entered 
for action in the Supreme Court. Shortly after this I 
received the subjoined note from Mr. Choate : — 

Boston, October 15, 1849. 
Rev. Mr. Fairchild : — 

Sir, — Not having heard from you, I apprehend that my note 
of last week may have mi.-earried. 

1 wrote then, and do now, to explain the position which I 
must occupy in relation to your suit against Mr. Adams. At the 
interview which you had with me at my office, I understood 
from you that you must enter a suit against the majority of the 
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Association for their recorded acts. It never occurred to me 
for a moment that my minister was to be singled out for this 
kind of proceeding, and that an accusation personal to him, — 
discriminating between him and the other members of the cleri- 
cal body with whom he acts, and of whom, in their conjoint 
capacity, you led me to believe you proposed to complain, — 
was thought of. I was, therefore, greatly surprised and pained 
at finding him thus aimed at in vflmt I hear is the nature of 
your action. 

I do not presume to censure your course. But I feel it to 
be proper to apprize you that, while in a suit against the ma- 
jority of the Association, for a joint official act, — the only one 
of which you gave me any hint, — I should have taken no part, 
yet in the defence of any suit against Mr. Adams alone and 
personally, I shall certainly act as his counsel. 

I am, Sir, your obedi(?nt servant, 

RUFUS ClIOATE, 

The following is my reply : — 

Boston, Oct. 23, 1849, 
Hon. Rcfus Choate : — 

My dear Sir, — Your note of the 15 th inst. has been re- 
ceived, and I have received bo other. At tlie time of its arrival 
1 was out of the city ; othem^ise I should have answered it at 
an earlier date. 

I am not much surprised that you have consented to act as 
counsel for Mr. Adams; for while you assured me that you 
would not do so for any other member of the Association, yet 
you excepted him on the ground that he is your minister, in 
case he should insist upon it. But you gave me reason to be- 
lieve that you should array yourself against me with great 
reluctance, even at his request. 

But I will frankly tell you what does surprise me very much. 
It is the fact mentioned in your note?, that it never occurred to 
you for a moment that yottr minister was to be singU'd out for 
this kind of proceeding. Let me here state to you the sub- 
stance of'our conversation. As soon as I entered your office 
you received me very kindly, and immediately on finishing a 
sentence which you were writing, you said to me that you had 
received my note, and that the only reason for declining acting 
as my counsel in the Municipal Court, was that you expected 
Mr. Adams would bo a witness agiiinst me, and that you did 
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not like to come in collision with your minister. But you added 
that when you perceived he w^as not a witness, you very much 
regretted that you did not take my case. You also expressed 
the greatejst astonishment that sensible men should give credit 
to ^^uch a witness as the girl who testified against me in court. 

As ray note to you contained the circular which I had ad- 
dressed to all the members of the Association, you of course 
saw the bearings of the case ; and you remarked that there 
were now still stronger reasons why you could not act as my 
counsel in tiie pending case, since Mr. Adams must necessarily 
be a |)arty conc(?rned. I then stated to you my interview with 
"Mw Webster, and his opinion of my case. To all his views I 
understood you to give your ready assent. I told you that I 
must select out Mr. Adams from the others, because I had 
against them only one county — that of libel; but against him I 
hiid two, — libel siud slander. The /?'6tfZ was the false vote on 
their records, — the slander was the gonorrhoea story which, I 
was told, he had been relating before the Association, at their 
last meeting. I jissured you that he might, with as much truth, 
have accused me of all the crimes evt'r perpetrated by man. 
I told you that my wife's father was visiting me when the Asso- 
ciation voted not to rescind ; and that he, an eminently pious 
man, charged me to carry this matter into the civil court ; — 
that it was a duty which I owed to him as well as to his daugh- 
t^ir and grandchildren ; and that he would not excuse me if I 
declined doing it. I also assured you that my mind wjis fully 
made up ; — that I would not endure such treatment any longer; 
— that if I were in the Presbyterian Church I could go from 
Presbytery to Synod, and from Synod to the General Assem- 
bly, and thus obtain my rights ; but that in the Congregational 
government I could go no further, and that I must now have 
recourse to the law^s of my country. You replied that you did 
not blame me, and that you saw but one difficulty in my way^ 
and that was the danger of finding on the jury some personal 
friends of Mr. Adams, and that this might affect the amount of 
damages. I replied that money was not so much my object as 
the vindication of my character; — that the facts as published 
in court, would be known by the people, and that fhet/ would be 
my jury. You suggested that the difficulty you had mentioned 
might be remedied by my removing into Dorchester, and having 
the trial in another county. To this I at once objected, be- 
Ciiuse it wouhl not only be inconvenient to do so, but it would 
seem to say that I distrusted my fellow-citizens, and was afraid 
to be tried by them, which was not the case. To tins you aa« 
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sented, and thouglit, on the whole, that it would be best to have 
the trial in Boston. I told you that I was poor, and had no 
money to fee a lawyer, and asked you how it would do to let 
Mr. Ely pl(.'ad my cause in court, and to state that he did it 
gratnilotisly, becau.se he knew it to be founded in truth and 
righteousness, and ought to prevail in opposition to the ablest 
lawyers who might be employed and richly feed by the other 
party. You approved of my suggestion ; but added that, while 
you regarded Mr. Ely as an able man, and caf)able of doing 
justice to the subject, yet I need not be surprised if some one of 
our elder and most talented lawyers should offer his services 
without compensation ; for, you added, we have some able men 
at the bar who are not penurious. 

The next day after this conversation, I sent you a second note, 
dated July 27, 1849, in which I mentioned Mr. Adams distinctly 
several times, and no one else. I also sent you at the same 
time, the correspondence between Mr. Adams and myself, and 
referred you to three pages which I wished you to read, as you 
would there have a birdVeye view of the manner in which he 
bad treated me. 1 also sent you a copy of the preamble and 
♦vote which I was seeking to have rescinded, expressing in the 
same letter my earnest desire to avoid litigjition, and my hope 
that you would use your influence with Mr. Adams to induce 
him not to compel me to such a step. 

How you could say to me, in your note, after all this, that you 
were greatly surprised and pained at finding Mr. Adams aimed 
at, is a matter which I cannot explain. I do not, however, wish 
to complain of your course. God has hitherto delivered me, 
and I trust that he will yet deliver. It was only after trying 
every possible means in my power to obtain a simple act of jus- 
tice at the hands of Mr. Adams and others, that I felt compelled 
to appeal to the law, — and for that, I have your sanction. I am 
still anxious that the matter should be settled without the neces- 
sity of spreading it far and wide through the publicity of a legal 
trial in court. But the other party must do me, at least, an ap- 
proximation towards justice. I am not vindictive ; but I have 
some rights. I am not a felon, to be dogged about at the pleas- 
ure of men devoid of sympathy and charity. If I thought it 
was in your power to induce Mr. Adams to do right, as his 
friend^ when I wrote you before, I of course think it is still 
more in your power to do so as his counsel. And I feel confi- 
dent that after your strong expressions of sympathy in my be- 
half, and your unqualified assent to the justice of my cause, 
you will use your endeavors to induce Mr. Adams to assume, if 
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possible, the attitude of a Christian minister, and render to me, 
as I suggested in my note to you, July 27, 1849, the right which 
he has so long and so causelessly withheld. I am sure it will 
be no fault of yours if it is not done. 

It may be deemed proper that I should notify you that B. R. 
Curtis, Esq., is my senior counsel. 

Respectfully yours, 

J. H. Fairchild. 

Mr. Ciirtis, as is well known, has since been appoint- 
ed Judge on the bench of the supreme court of the Unit- 
ed States, than whom, by common consent, an abler 
jurist did not grace the learned bar of Suffolk. And 
when I consulted him, he gave me the same opinion as 
did Mr. Webster and Mr. Choate ; and after carefully 
examining into the merits of my case, he consented to 
argue it as my senior counsel. He hesitated for some 
time on account of the many previous engagements 
which seemed to demand all his attention. But when 
I stated to him what the slander in the writ was 
grounded on, he consented ; because he was Dr. Hay- 
ward's counsel, when he was compelled, at the instance 
of Deacon Drake, to give his deposition with regard to 
his attendance on me in 1833. Mr. Curtis, having 
heard all that Dr. Hay ward had testified to, knew that 
the slander part of the action could very easily be sus- 
tained. 

Soon after it was announced in the papers that I had 
commenced the action against Dr. Adams, Bradford 
Sumner, Esq., sent me a note requesting me to call at 
his office. I did call ; but a very few words passed be- 
tween us, as may be inferred from the following letter. 

Boston, November 28, 1849. 
To Bradford Sumner, Esq.: — 

My dear Sir, — A few weeks ago T received a note from you 
requesting me to call at your ofHce. On my compliance with 
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your request, you, as a friend to both parties, suggested that 
there was a better way of settling my difficulties with Mr. 
Adams than by going to law. You did not then mention what 
that better way was ; but from your note to Mr. P^ly, it would 
seem tliat you had in view a reference. Now you know that I 
am not pugnacious nor vindictive ; but I must honestly say to 
you that a reference does not meet my approbation. I do not 
say positively that I will decline a reference ; but I shall consent 
to it with great reluctance, if at all. I feel as though no trial out 
of court could ever do me justice. It is perfectly easy for Mr. 
Adams to settle this matter without a trial in court or by refer- 
ence. If he is disposed to restore to me my just rights as a 
minister and as a citizen, which he has so long and so cause- 
lessly withheld, and to do me a simple act of justice, the way 
will then be open to settle our difficulties without any trial pub- 
lic or private. But if he is not so disposed, then I think it best 
for the case to be decided in court. He hiows that the vote on 
the records of the Association is false, which asserts that the 
council at Exeter had declared me guilty of seduction, and adul- 
tery, and falsehood. And as to the gonorrhoea story, if I have 
had that impure and loathsome disease, then it is a duty which 
he owes to the ministiy, the church, and the world, to prove it 
in open court. But if I am innocent in this matter, (and God 
knows tliat I am,) then the same duty is equally incumbent on 
me, not to rest under such an imputation. I frequently hear of 
his having privately and confidentially mentioned the gonorrhcca 
story to justify his treatment of me, to those who doubted the 
propriety of his conduct. Ought not such persons to be unde- 
ceived ? And where can this be done so efiectuully as in a 
court of justice? 

Respectfully, yours, 

J. H. Faiuciiild. 

Perhaps this will be as good a place as any other, in 
which to state the reason which Dr. Adams gave for 
what he called my failure in obtaining the services of 
Mr. Choate. The Rev. Mr. Buddington, then of Charles- 
town, made, in substance, the following statement in Dr. 
Adams's trial for libel and slander. He says that Dr. 
Adams, on a certain occasion, was conversing with him 
about the libel suit, and related a circumstance which 
Dr. Adams called " a providence of God." He told him 

18 
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that the reason why I lost the services of Mr. Choate 
was the stratagem by which I had sought to gain my 
point, or to use his own term — the "finesse" which I 
had resorted to, was the occasion of givmg Mr. Choate 
to him — that I had represented to Mr. Choate that my 
suit was to be brought against the Association coilec- 
tivehj and not against Dr. Adams personally^ and that 
therefore, Mr. Choate felt at liberty on account of this 
" finesse " resorted to by me, which " finesse " Providence 
had overruled, to his great advantage in allowing Mr. 
Choate to become his advocate without any breach of 
professional honor on his part towards me. Mr. Bud- 
dington further stated that Dr. Adams told him that I 
had a peculiar horror of having Mr. Choate show me up 
in court, and that I had a dream about it, and had tried 
to gain Mr. Choate as my counsel. Now the truth is, 
1 never made any attempt to gain him as my counsel. 
I no more expected him to be my advocate than I did 
Mr. Webster, and I went to him from the same motive 
and for the same purpose that I went to Mr. Webster, 
as my correspondence with Mr. Choate clearly shows. 
I know tliat Mr. Cliftbrd in his argument speaks as 
though I had applied to Mr. Choate for that purpose ; 
but he was mistaken. Neither did I ever have a dream 
filling me with horror at the thought of being shown up 
by Mr. Choate in court. This probably is a fiction of 
Dr. Adams's own brain, or a dream which he himself 
had when wide awake. 
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CHAPTER XX. 

In the Coii^egationalist of January 25, 1850, a weekly 
religious paper, the senior editor of which was, at that 
time, Dr. Edward Beecher, appeared a communication 
headed " Essex South Coxfeuexce." Of this commu- 
nication Dr. Beecher was the author. lie was deeply 
interested and personally concerned in the libel suit then 
pending against Dr. Adams, he having been one of the 
three who prepared the preamble and vote presented to 
the Association in January, 1815, and placed by them in 
their book of records. When that article appeared in the 
Congrefj;-aiionalist the case had not then been submitted 
to a reference, and was therefore expected by Dr. Beecher 
to go before a jury. In that article there was a covert 
attack on me, not only mean in manner and tone, but 
without so much as the "shadow of a shade" of justifi- 
cation. It was evidently designed to aflect public senti- 
ment, that the jury who should try the case might be 
more likely to render a verdict in favor of Dr. Adams, 
and indirectly in Dr. Beecher's favor. The paragraph 
to which I refer was reviewed by a gentl(?man residing 
more than twenty miles from Boston, which review he 
sent for publication in the Daily Mail; and I here insert 
both the paragraph and the review. 

" Tlie Suffolk South Association refused to try one of their own 
members, but referred the case to a council. ()n the ground of 
the decision of that council they exchnled him. After his trial 
by a civil coui-t his case ou;rht to have been reviewed by a coun- 
cil, but it was not done. Tlie Association on [irinciple refuses 
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to do it, and will not act in liis case because a proper revision rf 
it by a council lius not opened the way." 

In the present state of the pending suit at law, we are sorry to 
be coni[)elled to say a word about it, litted in any way to affect 
the public mind or feeling ; but it is imperative that gross error, 
tending to rank hijustice, be counteracted with the least possible 
delay, and as publicly as the circulation of such error. And we 
are fain to say, that so many bungling blunders, — so much con- 
tradiction and perversion of truth, — so much ambiguity of 
terms, — so much irrelevancy to the professed subject in hand, 
and, in a word, so much that is vicious, are s(;ldom wrought into 
the compass of so short a paragraph by a cultivated mind intend- 
ing to be honest. 

Was it decent, we ask, to impose on the Christian public, as 
ecclesiastical author ily, the doings of an Association whose ac- 
tion, instead of being stamped with the seal of time, and having 
settled down into an acknowledged precedent, hiul not even 
begun to receive so much as the acquiescence of the Christian 
public either at home or abroad ; but, on the contrary, is re- 
garded by so many learned and upright divines and civilians, 
as i*otten from the (^^^r ; and not oidy so, but, at the very mo- 
ment of its citation, is the subject of a libel suit for judicial 
redress in the highest court of tiie Commonwealth? When the 
Congregationalist undertakes to settle one controversy by au- 
thority of another simultaneously so controverted, though its 
expedient be foolish and abortive, its folly, in such a case, id 
much more to be regretted by its iiiends, than laughed at by its 
enemies. • 

But to understand fully the unworthiness of the paragraph 
in (juestion, it is necessary, after viewing it as a whole, to sep- 
arate its elements and ascertain its composition ; and therefore 
we proceed to analyze and exhibit, part by part, this most 
remarkable specimen of editorial acuteness and ecclesiastical 
autiiority. It opens by the statement that ** the Suffolk South 
Association re/used to try one of their own members, out referred 
the case to a council." 

And whose application to try Mr. Fairchild did tkis wary 
and scrupulous Association refuse } Had any member of it tiie 
greenness to propose such a trial'l So it would seem by the 
terms of the above quotation ; and yet their utter incompetency 
to the act prayed for and refused is the lirst lesson in the horn- 
book of Congregationalism. A most magnanimous refusal of a 
clerical body who have not bo much auX/iorized jurisdiction aa 
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over a church mouse ! How worthy of a solemn record in a 
prominent editorial of the Congregationalist, to enlighten this 
benighted age ! But the vastness of the obligation to gratitude 
is even greater than all this : for the same brief sentence in- 
forms the Christian world not only that the Association refused 
to exercise jurisdiction over Mr. Faircliild, but that^ instead of 
consenting to do so, they " referred the case to a council," — 
yes, referred it ! And, really, what do these Rabbies of the 
Congregationalist mean when they proclaim this reference ? 
The pubHc ought to understand their obligations as precisely as 
definite terms can explain them. 

We may not know quite so much about scholastic divinity or 
ecclesia:^tical order as our betters, or as we do about some more 
secular concerns ; and may, therefore, be excused for asking for 
light in this matter of reference. When we hear of referring a 
case for trial, we are accustomed to understand by the term 
reference, either that it is returned from one tribunal to 
another, or that by agreement of parties it is taken out of 
court, or otherwise submitted for decision, and award to referees 
mutually chosen by the parties at issue. Do the reverend doc- 
tors so understand the matter in the case cited as grave author- 
ity, and which the Suffolk South Sanhedrim so resolutely 
refused to adjudicate, and were so prompt to refer to a council ? 

To our shortsightedness this does not look like old-fashioned 
Congregationalism, if we may be allowed to have an opinion in 
such matters, or presume to doubt the infallibility of reverend 
divines. W^e had supposed that what is not a tribunal, cannot 
refer or be referred to as such, and that a clerical association 
of Congregational ministers are as impotent to refer a case for 
trial to an ecclesiastical council, as th(;y are to exercise jurisdic- 
tion themselves. Or if the reverend editors mean by a refer^ 
ence, an arbitration by referees chosen by the parties, we will 
only say that we never heard till now of any such refererice, 
but have learned on credible authority that the doings of the 
Suffolk South Association were deeds of darkness, and that 
when Mr. Fairchild learned, at a very late period, the false 
record which had been fabricated against his character, and 
sought from the Association a redress of the wrong, so far as 
was then possible, by the rescinding of that record, he was not 
allowed to come in as a party concerned, and hear what testi- 
mony or what objections his inveterate and vindictive enemies 
might urge to overrule his mo^t reasonable request. Instead 
of granting such penni>si()n to be present and h<*ar and answer 
for himself, though pleaded for as a [)rivilege, and claimed as 

18 • 
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his right, and as due to tlic first principles and common senti- 
ment of justice, it was rqsolutely denied him either as a right or 
as a boon. Froward and pervei'se, and with such evidence 
and conviction of the falseness of tlieir record as set them about 
contriving a silly and shuflli ng evasion of its open shame and 
civil res[)on.sibility, did those reverend gentlemen, after strok- 
ing down their consciences, refuse to rescind their record, thus in 
eft'ect conspiring and resolving to preserve against him, what, 
till rescinded and envied, will never cease to rise up in judg- 
ment against themselves. 

As to the notion of a reference of Mr. Fairchild's case by the 
Association, after their refusal of a motion for a trial befoi-e 
them, in any proper sense of these terms in respect to trials of 
litigated cases, we need say but little moi*e than that it is lK>th 
preposterous and ridiculous. We make no pretensions to be 
much booked in cases or principles of c^mon law ; but if we 
have read correctly the simplest elementary principle of Con- 
gregationalism, the J^utfolk South Association can in no emer- 
gency whatever, refer a case to an ecclesiastical council tor ad- 
judication, or ibr advice in a (piestion of di>cipline. They are 
ecclesiastically unknown and uncognizable. They cannot so 
much as be a party before an ecclesiastical council whether in a 
case of discipline or any other matter. Their existence, strictly 
speaking, is not even clerical, except to themselves, if that. 
They neither have, nor are subject io^ jurisdiction ; nor can 
they be ecclesiastically known in relation to it. They can, 
indeed, determine who may and who shall not be membtfrs of 
their club, and can at any time collectively abolish or individ- 
ually abandon their voluntary and irresponsible connection ; iw 
also they can collectiv(;ly determine when the membership of 
any one of their number shall cease, just lus a ring of school- 
boys ctm determine who may and who shall not play *' hide and 
seek," in their circle ; but even their high-mightinesses have no 
more power to touch character by disciiiline or censure for 
alh^ged moral dereliction, or to refer a case to an ecclesiastical 
council for the trial of the humblest of their number, than they 
hav(i to convoke the divan of the Grand Turk, or to dii*ect the 
civil and military affairs of the Czar of Uussia Their action 
in any way or manner in any matter of ecclesiastical discipline 
or censure, is abhorrent to the whole scope and genius of Con- 
gregationalism. 

liut without staying any longer to animadvert on the use 
or abuse of terms, we procetnl at once to the next stjvtemcnt of 
the paragraph of the reverend editors. It reads tlius: "On the 
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ground of the decision of that council they excluded him.** 
The gist of this statement, according to its natural and proper 
import is, that the exclusion of Mr. Fairchild by the SutFolk 
South Association, rested, not on the fact that the council at 
Exeter came to some decision or other in his case, but on the 
substance and character of their decision or result. If such is 
not the intended meaning of the Oongregationalist, it is decep- 
tive and unintelligible. 

Unless we greatly mistake, the senior editor of that paper is 
a member of the Suffolk South Association, and has had more 
to do in the matter of its record than is commendable, or than 
will prove convenient to himself. If we are right in respect 
to the fact of his agency in that affair, he cannot be ignorant 
that our interpretation of his statement tallies with and is fully 
sustained bt/ the record of his Association. In their preamble 
to the n?solution of ejectment of Mr. Fairchild, they carefully 
profess to take the precise ground, and to set forth the very 
substance of the result of council. They profess to make their 
act wholly dependent on the true and proper import of that 
result, and thus to vindicate their own act by such authority 
from the council. 

We say, so the Association carefully profess in their pream- 
ble, and the last foregoing sentence quoted from the Congrcga* 
tionalist is doubtless intended as a virtual reiteration and vindi- 
Ciition of the im|)ort and substance of that unblest preamble. 
But has the senior editor of that paper yet to learn that the 
profifssed ground of that preamble is miry, — too loose and 
quaking to bear the burden which he and they ventured to put 
upon it? We have h(?ard many gifted and learned men of dif- 
ferent professional pursuits, and other men of clear and upright 
minds, express their opinion respecting the preamble and its 
de[)endent resolution ; but we have not yet been so lucky or 
luckless, as to find a dividi^d sentiment, or a doubt that the pre- 
amble finds no authority in the result of council ; but, on the 
contrary, the ready conviction that the preamble and its depen- 
dent resolution are together reprehensible. 

Perhaps, however, the senior editor of the Congregation alist 
may have had it different experience. But if so, then we have 
only to say, that, therefore, he should have been the more con- 
tent to leave to the law and the testimony, the libel suit of Fair- 
child versus Adams, instead of contriving to ailect public senti- 
ment in the case by citing, as grave ecclesiastical authority, the 
doings of an association who are yet waiting to find out whether 
they are not libellous and criminal, notwithstanding the cunning 
effort to scratch a little dirt over their own open offence. 
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But there are other matters somewhat more ecclesiastical^ 
which may not be passed over in silence ; and we now proceed 
to examine the next period in the paragraph under considera- 
tion, which is as follows : " After his trial by a civil court his 
case ought to have been reviewed by a council, but it was not 
done." Verily, we had not believed that in so bright a paj>er 
as the Congregational} st, one spot of such pitch darkness could 
ever gloom its pages. But great men are not always wise even 
in their craftiness. 

Does the learned editor indeed mean that Mr. Fairchild, 
after being twice acquitted of the same offence — namely, once 
by the verdict of a jury, and once by a special and explicit pro- 
vision of a result of council — should, either in form or fact, be 
tried a third time, and that too to clear him from the effect of a 
resolution standing on nothing but hheor falsehood ? That 
would be " three times and out," with a vengeance. 

And pray, reverend Sir, what council ought to have reviewed 
his case? And who on earih sliouhl call it? Should it be 
mutual or ex parte! If mutual, who would be the parties? 
Or \t^ ex parte, who would that party be? Should Mr. Fairchild 
call it? And if so, for what use? Should the church at Exeter 
call it ? That had ceased to be a party when 3Ir. Fairchild*s 
connection with it was dissolved. We see but one party that 
could dream of such a necessity, or any possible object but to 
relieve the self-righteous Suffolk South Association of th(!ir in- 
fallible bull of exconununication. 

Does the reverend and learned editor mean that the old Ex- 
eter Council, whose provisional result acquitted Mr. Fairchild, 
ought to have reviewed his case after his accpiittal by the jury ? 
Surely no other council could act, for tlu^re were no parties to 
call them. But the Exeter Council was dead, and left no re- 
mains for interment, dissolution, or resurrection. 

Or, do you say, K(.*v. Sir, that the Ex(»ter Council should 
have adjourned to meet again, at some indefinite time there- 
after, on the verdict of acquittal by a jury, whose existence they 
could not know of? But ti»is will never do. Possibly it might 
have been wise enough lor the Suffolk South Association to 
hav(^ adjourned after they did know, on information from Mr. 
Fairchild, that he was about to submit his c:ise to a jury. That 
probably would have been nuich wiser than their luiste to ex- 
clude him from the Association by a false; record. But, again, 
if the Exeter Council had no right to die just then, and if Con- 
gregatioruil order recjuired them to live over for the contingency 
of a jury trial, then wjV'* their result void, and the dependent 
action of ilm Suffolk South Association was also void, evea 
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though thoir preamble had been true instead of false. But 
there is still another objection, and fatal to the notion of the 
council's adjournment after the result on which is pretended to 
be based the ejectment of Mr. Fairchild by the Association. 
Even were we to leave out the consideration that a result in 
part is no result at all, but a misnomer and an abortion, there is 
a principle of Congregationalism of which the Fathers of the 
Platfoi-m were deeply considerate and tenacious, — the princi- 
ple that councils always die in giving birth to a live result. A 
two-year-old or a yearling council they were jealous of with a 
go<lly jealousy, and wonld not abide it. To question that fun- 
damental principle would not at all become the senior editor of 
the CofigregationaUst^ if our understanding of matters is right 
fiide up. If we have not much misread the protest of the Head- 
ing church, published in the appendix to the result of council at 
Reading in 1840, by many imputed to the pen of the aforesaid 
learned editor himself, and certainly having his sanction, the 
jirinciple is strenuously urged and defended that a council dies 
when its result begins to live, and that its own existence cannot 
be protracted to liang over, either for fear or favor, future and 
contingent issues of either party. By that instrument it seems 
to be miide plain by authority of the Fathers as well as by good 
and substantial reasons, that tlie council at Exeter could not live 
to review the verdict of a jury ; and if not, what council could 
be cxilled to review both that verdict and the result of its prede- 
cessor ? And why should any one, especially the senior editor 
of the Congregationalist^ affinu or imagine such a necessity? 
AVhat would such a council do if called together ? There are 
but two possible or supposable things. They must either aflirm 
or gainsay the verdict. Can they contradict it and declare a 
man guilty on partial evidence who has been acquitted by a 
jury on full evidence? Can they destroy by a result what the 
jury have preserved by a verdict ? There is, then, but one only 
alternative, — and that the affirmation of the verdict. And 
who, on second thought, will be silly enough to call a council to 
do what it can neither help nor hinder ? Will not the learned 
editor review his own conclusion, instead of claiming that a 
council revise the verdict of a jury, or the result of its "illus- 
trious predecessor.*' 

Patient reader, be of goo<l cheer ! The review of one brief 
Mntence more will finish that unlucky little paragraph which, 
in an evil hour, " through the palpable obscure found out its 
uncouth way" into so able and valuable a j)rint as the Congre^ 
tUmalisl. That paragraph winds up with the following remark** 
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ibly consci(mti(>iis stjitement: "The Association on principle 
refused to do it, and will not act in his case, because a proper 
revision of it by a council has not opened a way." " On Princi- 
ple ! " doubtless. But what principle ? The Vicar of Bray 
had one principle, and hut one ; and he stuck to it, back and 
forth, in his rapid changt*s from a Catholic to a Protestant, and 
from a Protestant to a Catholic, and so on ; and when charged 
with a want of f)rinci[)le, stoutly denied it, affirming that it was 
all ** on principle ;^^ for his principle was to be Vicar op Brat. 

If we intiirpret correctly the closing reason of the paragraph 
from the Congrcgntiondlist, it is this, neither more nor less, 
allowing the editor of that paper to re[)resent and speak for the 
Association, nanu'ly: **If we have done Mr. Fairchild a wrong, 
however great, we will not so much as undertake to njclify it 
and do him justice, till an impossible event shall have taken 
place, — an event which, according to t'cclcsiastical order, should 
have taken j)lace; but in violation of such order was not allowed 
to take place." If this is a true paraphrase of the Rev. editor's 
reason, it seems to be (juite nec«»s>ary for him to inform his 
readers that the Association act '' o/t pn'nrip/c,** We very 
much doubt whether the discovery would have been made till 
after the i)ending trial in court, were it not for this timely and 
most luminous aHinnation of the representative of the Suffolk 
South Association. And pray, Mr. Editor, what sort of relig- 
ion invented such a rea-^on ? Is it ** a(!cording to the command- 
ment which ye had from the beginning?" Came this golden 
ride from the Bible, or was it lately dug up out of the muck of 
California? Perhaps even deeper than that! 

"^4 council has not opened the lOftg!** Indeed! But have 
truth and justice o|)ened the way? What a sail world for hon- 
esty, conscience, heart, and soul this overshadowed sphere would 
be, were it not for a council to op(Mi the way tor truth and 
righteousntiss ! Shut up to a necc^ssity that knows no law, one 
would think that an honest Association would be a law unto 
themselves. Where there is a will, there is always a way, to 
do right ; and without a will, neither councils nor divine gnicc 
can avail to stop the current of inicpiity. 

But did the. lit; v. editor of the Congregnfionalist remember to 
forget that Mr. Fairchild does not complain of the comicil? — 
that it is the independent and absolute doing of the Association 
which he wishes the Association to undo? He does not com- 
plain of dishonesty in the result of council ; but of the dis- 
honest record of the Association, — a record which was wholly 
their own, as well to unmake as make, and which required us 
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more honesty to conjure down, than contrivance to conjure up. 
If they think to hide the turpitude of their own falsification of 
truth behind a dead and vanished council, and to justify injus- 
tice, not their neighbor's, but their own, under the plea of an ir- 
relevant ecclesiastical omission of others, they may as well think 
of making a covenant with death, and an agreement with the 
grave to hide their consciences from the light of eternity ! 
Alas I for acting '^ on principle," if such are its issues ; and alas ! 
for Congregational liberty, if character may be struck down by 
a clerical blow in the dark, though shielded by council and jury, 
and then be trampled on from age to age by authority of a false 
record, till the slow waste of time shall obliterate the handwrit- 
ing of dishonesty. 

In conclusion, we have to express our extreme reluctance to 
do any thing which may look like interfering with an important 
case about to be tried before the highest tribunal known to our 
laws. Nor would we have published a word, except to counter- 
act an untimely and dangerous influence from the press, which, 
liaving begun the suit, has taken an occjision, or rather made a 
pretence of one, to warp the public mind, by the misstatement of 
both facts and principles. Where the tendency to final injus- 
tice is so direct and strong, it must be guarded against with the 
least possible delay. No caution from an upright bench, no 
force of testimony, nor dread solemnity of oaths, can set aside 
the bias which has once entered the sacred precincts of justice. 
This is reason enough for expo.sing at once the prejudicial errors 
so authoritatively put forth by the OongregdtionaUst as reliable 
truths. Even this reason, cogent as it is, gathers strength from 
the consideration that implacable persecution has already had so 
long a run, — that, on the side of the oppressor, there is power, 
— and that, after exhausting all other means of redress, the 
complainant has at last called lor justice at the hand of a tribu- 
nal estiiblished by the constitution and laws of this Common- 
wealth for the protection of property and life, and that reputa- 
tion which is dearer than both. But we desist. AVe feel above 
the need of ai>ology for animadverting on what is so plainly and 
grossly wrong. If for a little while there may be different opin- 
ions of our course, time will harmonize public sentiment, and 
we feel no solicitude respecting its issue. 

A CONGREGATIOXALIST. 
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CHAPTER XXI. 



About this time my counsel thought it best to renew 
.e cflbrt to get at the records of the Association, that 
ley might know for certainty, all their doings in refcr- 
nce to my case, as this information was not only my 
ight, but might have an important bearing on their fu 
:ure proceedings. Accordingly Mr. Ely addressed a 
lote to the scribe, reminding him of his note to me 
lated July 11, in which he says, "that full copies of 
iheir votes will be forwarded to me as soon as the min- 
utes of the Association are corrected, so that he shall be 
ible to make them out by authority of the Association." 
The scribe replied as follows : — 

South Boston, Man*h 8, 1850. 
To A. B. Ely, Esq.: — 

Dear Sir, — Your note of tho 7th instimt came duly. I was 
Eiboiit to forward the voles, ete. referred to in my communication 
af lltli of July, wlien I was instructed by the Association to 
withhold all such documents until th(>y W(>re demanded under 
the re(iuisitions of the courts before wliom Mr. Fairchild has re- 
cently instituted a civil pnK*ess a^rainst a member of the Associ- 
ation. This suhscfiuout art of Mr. FairchiUl, and the above in- 
struction, must release me from my en<;:a^ement to do what o<A- 
erwise would have been but an onlinary duty. 
Yours, very res|»<'cl fully, 

J. AV. Alvori), 
Scn'fM! of Suffolk South Association. 

Failing ill Ihis way of g(»ttiiig access to the records, 
to which both hiw and common justice gave me a per- 
fect right, Mr. Curtis advised that Mr. Alvord be sum- 
moned before two magistrates authorized by law to take 
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depojsitions. Accordingly a subpoena was duly issued 
to said Alvord summoning him to appear, on the 28th 
day of March, 1850, before Oliver Dimon and William 
E. Parmenter, Esquires, justices of the peace and counsel- 
lors-at-law, directing him to bring the records and pa- 
pers of the Association relating to my case. Mr. Alvord 
appeared, but objected against testifying, and brought 
with him no records or papers. But the magistrates 
ordered him to testify as required, and the witness was 
sworn, under protest by him made. 

In the course of the examination, in reply to several 
interrogatories proposed by Mr. Ely, the witness refused 
to answer or to produce the records, etc. referred to, an 
Uie ground that his ansxcers would expose him to a criminal 
prosecution. The magistrates having decided that his 
answers would not, in their judgment, so expose him, 
ordered him to answer, and upon his refusal, committed 
him to custody. 

The witness, being brought before Judge Fletcher, His 
Honor ruled that the statute goes upon the ground that 
the testimony of the witness, and not the records in his 
possession, may be lost, and the right to obtain the per' 
sonal testimony of the party, and not to obtain the records in 
his possession ; that there did not seem to be any ground 
to suppose there was danger by death or removal of los- 
ing Mr. Alvord's personal attendance at the time when 
the case should be tried in court, and that therefore the 
witness was entitled to his discharge. 

After the witness was sworn to tell the truths the whole 
truths and nothing bitt the truths the magistrates proposed 
to him fifty-seven questions, a few of which I will now 
quote from the notes of Mr. Dimon, together with his 
answers. "Do you hold any office in the Suffolk South 
Association, so called ? I decline to answer, for the rea- 
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son that it might expose me to a criminal proseeutton. 
Have you in your possession or control the records of 
said Association ? I decline answering for the same 
reason. Do you not know that Rev. N. Adams is a 
member of said Association ? I do not know absolutely. 
I suppose he was a member at the last meeting." My 
counsel here put into his hands several letters and notes 
which he had \vritten to me, and asked him if those let- 
ters were written by him ? He said, " he must respect- 
fully decline to answer the question, as the answer 
would constitute one link in a chain of evidence which 
would tend to expose him to a criminal prosecution.^' 
He was asked to produce the records of the Association 
prior to the date of his coming to Boston to reside. He 
said he could not produce them, as they might expose 
him to a criminal prosecution. He here asserts under 
oath that records made four years before he came to 
Boston, could not be produced without exposing him to 
a criminal prosecution! One of the magistrates re- 
marked, that among all the witnesses he ever examined, 
he never knew one that equivocated like Mr. Alvord. 
At the close of this day's examination, which was Thurs- 
day, March 28th, it was vehemently urged by his coun- 
sel that the court would adjourn over till Wednesday in 
order to give the witness an opportunity to consult cer- 
tain members of the Association who would be in the 
pastor's meeting on Monday, suggesting the probability 
that the objections to his testifying might be obviated ; 
or as it was expressed by Mr. ^Vlvord himself, that cer- 
tain restrictions under which he considered himself as 
placed, might be removed by such consultation. The 
magistrates therefore adjourned the court till Wednes- 
day the 3d day of April. When the scribe was mider 
examination again on Wednesday, he stated that he 
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was at the ministers' meeting on Monday, but that 
nothing was there said regarding his deposition. But 
when he was asked whether he had had any conversa- 
tion with Mr. Adams, he replied that he had. In an- 
swer to the question what that conversation was, he re- 
plied in these words : " I told Mr. Adams the objection 
which I made to answering the questions. He said he 
presumed that it was a proper objection. He remarked 
that he thovgJU that my refusing to testify would be a de^ 
fence to him ! " I have quoted enough to let the reader 
see the nature and design of this strange transaction. 
It is evident, from this testimony, that the restrictions 
of which Mr. Alvord spoke on Thursday, and which he 
hoped would be removed on Monday, were laid on him 
by Dr. Adams, and that he would not consent to their 
removaL Yes, Mr. Alvord was placed in this disgrace- 
ful position, and led to testify in this equivocating man- 
ner, " in defence of Dr. Adams ! " When I listened to 
the testimony of this witness, I could not help saying to 
myself that if I were detected in such swearing, it would 
not be long ere my enemies, with Dr. Adams at their 
head, would be calling on the council that installed me, 
to assemble forthwith to depose me. " But circumstan- 
ces alter cases." 

At the November term of the Supreme Court, 1850, 
my case was entered on the docket, and was declared 
by Mr. Curtis to be ready for trial. Soon after that, a 
proposition came from the opposing party for a refer- 
ence. And when Mr. Curtis made the fact known to 
me, I strongly objected. I told him that my friends 
would be dissatisfied if I did not take .the case to a 
jury. A former parishioner of mine, who had been a 
good deal conversant with referee cases, made this re- 
mark to me: " If your case be a doubtful one, then you 
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may safely submit it to a reference ; but if your case be 
a good one, with the law and evidence on your side, 
then by all means let a jury decide it." But Mr. Cur- 
tis replied to my objections, by stating that the referees 
would of course be honorable gentlemen, and probably 
of the legal profession ; and as the law and the evi- 
dence were wholly on my side, I had nothing to fear, 
and that the case would be more speedily settled than 
if taken to a jury. He thought that I run little or no 
risk, except in the amount of damages, 'which he well 
knew from what I had often said to him, was of tri- 
fling importance compared with a speedy and final set- 
tlement of the case. And at last I consented to a refer- 
ence. And in thus consenting, I think the reader will 
see in what follows, (to use a phrase somewhat familiar 
with Dr. Adams,) "a providence of God," — quite as 
much so at least, as that my frightful dream and horrid 
dread of being shown up in court by his friend and 
parishioner, Mr. Choate, was the means, under God, of 
giving him the services of that honorable and eloquent 
counsellor. But in giving my consent to a reference, it 
was with the distinct understanding on my part, that 
none of the referees should be of the orthodox persua- 
sion, so that no one of them should, by possibility, be 
swayed by the question so naturally occurring to the 
mind, " What will best subsers^e the interests of the de- 
nomination?" My desire was that no sectarian or 
denominational influence should have any part or lot in 
the settlement of the matter ; but that three gentlemen 
of other denominations, noted for their sound judgment 
and strict integrity, should be selected for this service to 
bring in an award in accordance with the real merits of 
the case, without being influenced in their action any 
more by a rich clergyman with rich firiends, than by a 
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poor clergyman with poor friends. Mr. Curtis remarked 
that in this matter I was right, and that I might rest 
assured of having such men on the reference. And 
Mi. Ely, my junior counsel, called on Mr. Hubbard, Dr. 
Adams's junior counsel, and told him on what condi- 
tion I was willing to refer the case ; and Mr. Ely 
reported to me that Mr. Hubbard made no objection. 
The case was then taken out of court. And the next 
step was to select the referees. But the other party 
would never give us any names but those of orthodox 
lawyers, with one single exception, — Professor Green- 
leaf, — and whom we readily accepted, but who de- 
clined the service. We gave them Judge Williams of 
this city, a gentleman admitted, I believe, by universal 
consent, to be one of the most upright, clear-minded, 
incorruptible, and best qualified men to sit on a case of 
reference, of any in Boston. But he was at once re- 
jected. We then gave them Judge Morton of Taun- 
ton. But he was objected to, because, as it was stated, 
that some fifteen or twenty years ago he had some diffi- 
culty with an orthodox clergyman. We gave them 
Professor Parsons of Cambridge College, the Hon. John 
Reed, late lieutenant-governor of the Commonwealth, 
and I think the Hon. Samuel A. Eliot of Boston, and 
many others, whose names I do not remember. But 
they were all rejected. At last the reference was made 
up as it was, of three very honorable gentlemen, I 
admit, but not infallible, as I think the reader will see 
by the time he has finished my book. These gentlemen 
were Hon. Samuel Hoar of Concord, Hon. Linus 
Child of Lowell, and Hon. R. A. Chapman of Spring- 
field, two of them being of the orthodox persuasion, 
and with neither of them had I the least previous ac- 
quaintance, though I am told it was quite otherwise 
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with my opponent. And I consented to the reference, 
not even dreaming that three learned gentlemen of the 
legal profession, could declare that to be law which the 
ablest jurists in the State, not to say United States, had 
assured me was not law. As the law of Christian 
equity and righteousness had proved ineffectual to the 
recovery of my rights so unjustly WTCsted from me, I 
was compelled, as my last and only resort, to try the 
efficacy of civil law, not even suspecting that by sub- 
mitting the case to a reference, I should cut myself off 
from the protection of that very law on which I had 
placed my chief reliance, and which such able jurists 
had assured me could not fail. 

Tuesday, the 24th of June, was the day appointed 
for the trial in the court house in Boston. A week or 
ten days before the time arrived, Mr. Curtis sent me a 
note informing me that his health was so feeble and his 
strength so prostrated, by his exhausting efforts in a 
protracted trial in the Circuit Court, that he could not 
argue my case, unless I would wait for him to recruit, 
and that he was going to leave the city that very day 
for the purpose of rest and recovery. As the referees 
had already appointed the day for trial, and the wit- 
nesses were in part summoned, I was obliged to relin- 
quish his services, which I did with great reluctance, 
and to seek another counsellor. And I found an able 
one in the attorney-general, Clifford, since governor of 
the Commonwealth, as every intelligent man must 
admit, who either heard his argument, or has since read 
it, or shall yet read it, as most of it he will find in a 
future chapter. But he did not consent to take my 
case till he had spent some hours with Mr. Curtis, that 
he might ascertain his \aew3 of the subject. 

On Tuesday, at 10 o'clock, the referees were seated 
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on the judge's bench, and the case was opened by Mr. 
Ely. In defence of his client Mr. Choate set up the 
plea o{ privilege; and that he might induce the referees 
the more readily to admit the plea, he must show that 
Dr. Adams had probable cause for saying and doing 
what was charged upon him in the wTit. To accom- 
plish this purpose, he proposed to introduce the David- 
son story, on which I had been tried and honorably 
acquitted years ago by a most thorough and sifting 
trial in that very court house. To this course Mr. 
Clifford strongly objected, on the ground that the case 
had been adjudicated and settled long ago, by a verdict 
of iiot guilty^ and that it was altogether unfair to bring 
up that matter, certainly not without giving us previous 
notice, that we might be prepared with rebutting testi- 
mony. But Mr. Choate argued that a verdict of not 
guilty often meant nothing more than an acquittal from 
legal guilt, while moral guilt still remained, and that 
clergymen, who had the honor and purity of the church 
and ministry in their keeping, were not bound to regard 
an acquittal by a jury as any convincing evidence of a 
man's moral innocence. Mr. Clifford then proposed to 
show the referees, by the testimony of Mr. George W. 
Bond, one of the jurymen who sat on my case, that I 
was acquitted on the testimony^ and not on any tec/mi' 
calities of the lato. But Mr. Choate objected to Mr. 
Bond's being admitted to testify; and finally, rather 
than have him testify, he admitted what we were going 
to prove by Mr. Bond. In his argument, however, Mr. 
Choate evidently forgot this admission. But he pre- 
vailed with the referees to give him liberty to go over 
that old disgusting story again. And when the referees 
gave him that liberty I felt that I had made a great 
mistake in consenting to a reference ; for though the 
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geutlcmeii arc undoubtedly honest and intelligent men, 
yet I was fearful that they were looking at this subject 
through the medium of prejudice. But keeping in mind 
the confident assurance which Mr. Webster and Mr. 
Curtis had given me, I could not believe that I was in 
danger of losing the case. I do not know what Mr. 
Choate would or could have done, if the referees had 
not allowed him to resuscitate that story, which had 
been dead and buried for six years ; for even his prolific 
genius could find nothing new against me. 

I shall take but little notice of, and make but few 
comments on, the testimony introduced during the 
trial, choosing rather, in order to avoid needless repeti- 
tion, to refer the reader for information on that point, 
to the argument of Mr. Clifford. There are, however, 
two or three "remarkable incidents" which occurred 
during the trial, requiring special notice from me. 

The correspondence between Mr. Adams and myself, 
published in 1846, and which has already been referred 
to, was brought before the referees, and an attempt was 
made by the counsel of Dr. Adams, doubtless at his 
suggestiop, to turn it to my injury, especially the closing 
part of it^ in which the committee of my church are 
represented as speaking of me in high terms of com- 
mendation. Dr. Adams seems to have taken it for 
granted that I was the author of that portion of the 
pamphlet, and that to prove the authorship on me, 
would show that 1 was an unscrupulous and vain man, 
to pen and publish expressions so laudatory of myself. 
And when Mr. Calvin Walton, the clerk of my church 
and one of the committee who was appointed to add 
notes to the correspondence, was on the stand, Mr 
Adams's counsel wished to ascertain from him whether 
I was not the writer of the last page. Mr. Walton, 
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without hesitation, acknowledged that he was the au- 
thor. And verily it was so. I never penned a word, 
nor attempted any dictation about the matter. And as 
Mr. Walton has since deceased, and as he was an un- 
wavering and useful friend of mine to the last, I must 
be permitted here, out of respect to his memory, and as 
a public testimony of my gratitude for his services, to 
quote the closing part of the correspondence, which Dr. 
Adams expected to show the referees was written by 
me. 

We have never yet seen any thing to impair our confidence 
in Mr. Fairchild, whom we have long known and esteemed. 
"We liave ever loved him for the uniform kindness and goodness 
of his heart, — confided in him as a neighbor and friend, — and 
we still honor and respect him as a minister of the gospel and 
an exemplary Christian, with an ardor undiminished, and a 
constancy unchanged. In the midst of his late severe trials 
and |>ersecutions, when summer friends deserted him, and 
avowed enemies exulted in his supposed downfall, our confi- 
dence in his integrity was undiminished. And when the dark 
cloud which gathered around him and threatened to overwhelm 
liini, cleared away, a thrill of gladness vibrated through our 
hearts, known only to those who have been restored to friends 
supposed to be dead, yet found to be alive again. We clearly 
saw that no guilt had been proved against him, and therefore 
felt l>ound to regard him as innocent, wondering how any hu- 
man creature could have a heart to add another grain to his 
load of suffering, or inflict one fresh wound upon his wife and 
children. We deem him one of the most injured and persecuted 
clergy-men which the history of this country can furnish. He 
has truly been hunted " like a partridge upon the mountains ; " 
and this, too, chiefly by the professors of Christianity, which 
everj'where enjoins charity, kindness, and forbearance ; and all 
because he will not acknowledge himself guilty of crimes which 
he never committed, and make " a confession to justify the opin- 
ions and conduct of those" who saw fit to accuse him, and who 
seem to act as if they thought that his destruction was neces- 
sary to their salvation. 

But, thank God, he still lives and is again restored to u^, and 
laboring among us with his former faithfulness and success ; 
and we shall still cluster around him and sustain him ^' through 
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evil report and good report." Sink or swim, — come weal or 
come woe, we pledge ourselves to cleave unto him, — ''his 
people shall be our people, and his God our God." A kind 
Providence blessing us, neither he nor his family shall suffer 
from cold, or hunger, or nakedness. True, we are not rich ; 
but we will do what we can. And we believe that there are 
sympathizing men and women of ample means and generous 
hearts, who will gladly supply our deficiencies. Here have we 
fixed our abodes in this world, — here have we erected our 
family altars ; and with the broad aigis of the law around us, 
we would worship the God of our fathers in quietness and 
p«;ace. Many of us were, through the instrumentality of Mr. 
Fairchild, aroused to a sense of our guilt as sinners, and were 
pointed by him to " the Lamb of God that taketh away the 
sins of the worhl ; " and we still love to listen to the words of 
truth as they fall from his lips. It calls fresh to our minds 
scenes of joy that are past, and on which memory loves to 
dwelL 

When Mr. Ebenezer Hayward, another of the com- 
mittee, was on the stand, Rlr. Adams's counsel ques- 
tioned him as to the author of the notes in the corre- 
spondence. Mr. Hayward replied that "he did not 
know the author or authors of them all; but he did 
know that Mr. Fairchild wrote the note commenting on 
a passage which Mr. Adams had quoted from the book 
of Job, in a letter to Mr. Fairchild." As the authorship 
of that note was thus put on me, and as I have uniformly 
made it a point to own up, when justly accused, I will 
here insert that note. Mr. Adams, in his letter to me 
dated April 10, 1846, after exhorting me, if innocent, 
to " maintain an humble, quiet, steady course of labor 
for the good of souls, and leave myself to God," im- 
mediately quotes the following text from Job: — "For 
remember, I pray thee, who ever perished, being inno- 
cent, or where were the righteous cut off? " On this I 
commented as follows : — 

Does Mr. Adams mean to say that the innocent have n^ver 
perished, and that the righteous were fiever cut off? It is in 
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deed true that the innocent have never perished, and the right- 
eous were never cut off, if those who cut them off and caused 
them to perish are suitable judges in the case ; for they never 
deem their victims either innocent or righteous, but always 
wicked and guilty. Were not Clirist, and his apostles, and a 
multitude of martyrs, " of whom the world was not worthy," 
innocent and righteous? And yet they were cut off. And in 
later times, has not many a man been imprisoned and even exe- 
cuted upon the gallows, who was entirely innocent of the crimes 
for wliich he suffered ? 

But we thank Mr. Adams for this quotation. It was taken 
from the book of Job ; and we should like to turn his attention 
to some things in Job's history as bearing a strong resemblance 
to some things in Mr. Fairchild's. It seems that Job had three 
friends who came to sympathize with him in his troubles ; which 
reminds us of Mr. Fairchild's three friends who went to Exe- 
ter. Job's friends " sat down with him seven days and seven 
nights, and none spake a word unto him ; for they saw that his 
grief was great." But the council at Exeter had hardly been 
in session seven minutes, before one of Mr. Fairchild's friends 
told them in effect, " that if they did not put him down, he would 
be a mill-stone about their necks." The friends of Job had pre- 
viously made up their minds against him. Before they went to 
sympathize wkh him, they believed him a hypocrite, and guilty 
of the most " consummate wickedness," just as did Mr. Fair- 
child's friends. The first who spake, after their long silence, 
was Eliphaz the Temanite, in the language quoted by Mr. 
Adams, " Remember, I pray thee, who ever perished, being in- 
nocent? or where were the righteous cut off?" We will add 
another quotation from his speech ; for he was evidently " testify- 
ing to his impressions." " They that plough iniquity and sow 
wickedness, reap the same. By the blast of God they perish, 
and by the breath of his nostrils they are consumed." Thus 
we see how the mind of Eliphaz was warped by his previous 
presumption of Job's guilt. Then Bildad the Shuite addresses 
him in much the same strain. He tells him that "he is a hypo- 
crite," — that " his hope shall be cut off," — and that " his trust 
shall be a spider's web." Then stood up Zophar the Naamath- 
ite and said, " Should not a multitude of words be answered ? 
and should a man full of talk be justified ? Should thy lies 
make men hold their peace ? know thou that God exacteth of 
thee less than thine iniquity deserveth." 

No wonder that poor Job, in tlie presence of such friends, 
appeared strange, and msule an unfavorable impression on their 
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minds, lie knew that he was not the man they took him to be. 
But all his solemn asseverations of innocence did not " remove 
their first impressions." At first he was as meek as a lamb, 
and as plaintive as a dove. But at length he grew restive and 
impatient under their false charges and pious cant, and ad- 
dressed them in language so indignant and sarcastic, as made 
them quake and quail, and blush for very shame, lie exclaims, 
" My br(*thren have dealt deceitfully as a brook, and as the 
stream of brooks they pass away. Ye dig a pit for your friend. 
Ye are forgers of lies. No doubt ye are the people, and wis- 
dom shall die with you. But 1 have understanding as w^ell as 
you. I am not inferior to you. Miserable comforters are ye 
all. If your soul were in my souFs stead, I would heap up 
words against you, and shake my head at you. Suffer me that 
I may speak ; and after that I have spoken, — mock on." What 
withering irony ! What biting sarcasm ! 

Now Mr. Adams thinks that Mr. Fairchild cannot be a good 
man because he has shown such a spirit and temper in his writ- 
ings. But would he cast Job out of the pale of his charity, 
because he exhibited such a spirit and temper when replying to 
his sympathizing friends ? 



CHAPTER XXII. 

My committee, in their notes, took occasion to speak 
of the frequency with which they had seen it announced 
in the papers about that time that Dr. Adams had de- 
livered several charges at the ordination and installation 
of clergymen. This fact suggested to the mind of Mr. 
Walton the idea of writing such a charge as Dr. Adams 
ought to give to the next candidate for ordination, if his 
treatment of me was in accordance with the require- 
ments of the gospel, which charge he did make and 
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publish. And as the authorship of that charge has 
been put upon me by the friends of Dr. Adams, in the 
preparation of which I had no hand, and knew not that 
such a matter was in contemplation, till Mr. Walton 
read to me the manuscript, I will here insert it, as a 
specimen of his power in exhibiting truth in expressions 
of irony and sarcasm seldom equalled, — a power to 
which I make no pretensions. 

CHARGE TO A PASTOR. 

Snggested on reading tho recent correspondence between the Rev. Messrs. 
Adams and Foirchild. 

My dear Brother, — The experience of those who have 
gone before you, and who are your elders in tlie ministry, should 
not be lightly regarded, and to one point of great moment, and 
on which my own experience has of late been extensive, I 
would urge your particular attention. That point is no less 
than the purity of the ministry. Men are licentious. Ministers 
of the gospel are not perfect, and I grieve to say, that of late, 
many whom the world called good and great, and who have 
heretofore enjoyed the confidence of the churches, have fal- 
len, — " fallen like Lucifer from heaven," causing great scandal 
to the sacred cause in which we are engaged. Guard, therefore, 
the purity of the ministry as the apple of your eye. Should, 
at any time, a brother clergyman in whom you have confidence, 
be accused of licentiousness, no matter by whom, even by one 
whose whole life has been steeped in infamy, one who is all over 
festering with pollution, lend a willing ear to the scandal ; leave 
no stone unturned to ferret out the truth, and be extremely 
careful to take counsel with the enemies of your brother ; for 
enemies are quickscented in searching out the faults of those 
they would seek to injure ; and in employing such, you run no 
risk of their endeavoring to gloss over his faults, but on the 
contrary, they will magnify hih well meant, but unguarded 
actions aod expressions, into sins of the deepest dye. Obey, by 
all means, the Scripture injunction, *' Tell your brother his fault 
between you and him alone," and should your brother be driven 
to the borders of derangement, on account of the enormity of the 
crime with which he is charged; if you discover any thing in his 
manner or conversiUion that does not corres[>ond with your pre- 
conceived ideas of the manner in which an innocent man should 
act and converise ; or if jou see or hear any thing that gives 
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you an impression that he is guilty, let your impressions be like 
confirinations, "strong as proofs from Holy Writ,'* for a man may 
"look like the innocent flower, yet be the serpent under it," 

Having received a deep impression of your brother's guilt, 
your duty is plain. It is a duty you owe to the ministry, and 
to the purity of the church, to pursue that brother with an 
earnestness tliat knows no abatement. You are to shut your 
eyes to all evidence of his purity, for if you once admit the pos- 
sibility of his innocence, the immaculateness of your own judg- 
ment would be in jeopardy, and you would be compelled to 
make the always mortifying admission, that you had formed a 
hasty conclusion without duly weighing the evidence. 

Should your accused brother be called before a council of his 
peers, to inquire into the charges against him, then neglect not 
to appear, and in the most solemn manner testify to your 
impressions, particularly if any of the members sympathize 
with him on account of his former good standing and useful- 
ness ; and doubtless your solemn manner and pious tones will 
confirm the wavering and convince the doubting; they will 
imagine that there is something more than appears upon tho 
surface, something dreadful hereafter to be disclosed. If you 
pursue this truly honest course, your influence will be astonish- 
ing, and hereafter, no one accused, be he innocent or guilty, 
will have the hardihood to appear before a council where you 
are to testify, and in this manner all whose purity is suspected 
will be effectually silenced. 

Be particular, in order to impress your accused brother that 
you are his warm friend, to sympathize with him and his fam- 
ily, exhorting him never to despond, assuring him that if inno- 
cent, the Lord will open a path for his escape ; soothing him 
with the reflection that the Great Ruler of the universe will 
never forsake those who put their trust in him ; that he will 
yet overcome his enemies and tread upon their high places ; 
that although his enemies may appear for a season to triumph, 
yet " He who doeth all things well/' will yet bring him forth from 
the furnace of affliction " as gold seven times purified." 

Having gone thus far, it may so occur, that your brethren in 
the council may not all be so fully persuaded of his guilt as you 
are, and may not, after all, condemn him. In that case your 
position would be extremely awkward. And as innocent men, 
under trying circumstances, have been known to confess crimes 
of which they were not guilty, write him an artful lettt^r, urging 
him to confess; throw out such inducements tis will reiulily 
suggest themselves to a man of shrewdness; and if he con- 
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fe^^scs tlioiigli innocent as the angels in heaven, your popularity 
will be certain ; you will be honored as an instrument in saving 
the church from the foul reproach of having connived at sin, 
and countenanced iniquity in high places. 

Should the council recommend him to appeal to the la\ys of 
his country, where a competent power exists to compel the at- 
tendance of witnesses, and elicit all the truth ; and should your 
brother, on account of the deep conspiracy arniyed against him, 
or from any other cause, be fearful to meet his accusers face to 
face, your next most prudent course would be to manifest a 
strong desire that your accused brother may be found innocent ; 
and to make your apparent hopes appear sincere, get some 
friend to urge him by all means to come to a trial ; promising 
as an inducement, that whenever pronounced not guilty by a 
jury of his countr}-men, you will most cordially receive him 
into fellowship, and joyfully be the first to welcome him to your 
pulpit. But if, «i>on his trial, it should appear as clear as the 
sun at noonday, that he is innocent of the crime charged 
against him, that an infamous plot, conceived in the minds of 
his avowed and bitter enemies had been laid to destroy him, — 
go not near him ; tell the world that your strong impressions 
of his guilt still remain ; that courts and juries are human and 
consequently liable to err ; and that you cannot conceive it pos- 
sible that a man, appearing as he did when denying his guilt, 
can be innocent ; that no innocent man would pay hush money 
to a false accuser, and that time will yet develop something 
that will convince every unprejudiced mind that he is guilty of 
a longer and blacker catalogue of crimes than the most abject 
wretch that walks the streets. 

If his friends, (for he may have warm friends still, who sym- 
pathize with him,) desire his resettlement in the ministry, your 
duty will be to prevent it if possible ; for this purpose you will 
do well to op[)ose their organization into a church, should they 
desire it, which in all probability they may ; and no matter 
how uncongregational it may appear, (for Congregationalism is 
a mere institution of men, and of minor consequence,) you may 
ask them if they intend calling this obnoxious brother as their 
minister. If the question is objected to, as out of order, no 
matter ; oppose their organization into a church ; vote against 
it, and you will have absolved yourself from any participation in 
the matter. 

In the event that your brethren in the ministry should be so 
lost to deference to your o{)inion as to organize the church, con- 
gratulate yourself on your foresight, and leave no effort untried 
to throw obstacles in their progress. 
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After the obnoxious church has been formed, their next step 
will be to have him installed as their pastor. This you must 
oppose by all possible means. For this purpose busy your- 
self in endeavoring to prevent his instalment ; and here your 
utmost foresight, cunning, and shrewdness, will be called in 
requisition. Throw out an insinuation that the instalment will 
nevor take place, get up a remonstrance, and go from one cler- 
gyman to another to procure signatures. Or, if you would not 
appear to take a too active part in the business, gcjt the assist- 
ance of some sworn enemy to the suspected brother, who will 
doubtless do the running for you with swift and willing feet; 
and no doubt by this means you will be able to attain an array 
of names sufliciently imposing. If even this should fail, and 
the installation proceed, it will be something gained. You will 
have as many as sign the remonstrance to countenance you in 
your f)roceeding. 

After the minister is installed, and the church is going on 
harmoniously, give no rest to the soles of your feet, till you 
have exhausted every possible means to throw obstacles in 
their path. If any members in your church should in an orderly 
manner seek a removal to the obnoxious church, you, as a 
watchful guardian of their consciences, must be sure to make 
every possible objection ; for if your church should give a letter 
in the usual form, it will be construed into an acknowledgment 
of the good standing of the clergyman, and regular standing of 
the church, which is by all means to be avoided. To accom- 
plish your object, it might be advisiible to institute a scrutinizing 
investigation of the character of their pastor; and should he be 
a man advanced in life, and had ditficuhies in places where he 
has previously labored, dilBculties which occurred many years 
ago, with the obscurity of lime hanging al:>out them, ferret them 
out, — write letters from IMaine to Georgia ; compass sea and 
land to obtain somewhat against him. If any should suggest 
that such a course would harrow u[) the feelings of his family 
and friends, never mind, leave such weakness to women and 
children. What has inflexible duty to do with sympathy? 
Acquit yourself like a man, and if, in so doing, you only injure 
yourself, and are left standing alone; still there is something 
grand and glorious in becoming a martyr to truth and uncom- 
promising justice. Amen. 

I hope my reader will excuse me for what may seem 
to him a digression, and now return with me to the 
court room, to witness another " remarkable incident" 
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in the testimony there introduced to destroy me. After 
the trial had been progressing till near the close of the 
third day, Mr. Hubbard said to Mr. Clifford that he had 
several anonymous letters in a disguised hand, addressed 
to Mr. Adams and others, which he proposed to intro- 
duce into the case. Why he delayed their introduction 
to that late hour, is a matter best known to himself. I 
cannot, however, avoid the suspicion that he kept them 
back from a consciousness that his knowledge of my 
handwriting would not justify him in the attempt to 
have them sworn on me. But as nothing new could 
be brought against me, he at length ventured to intro- 
duce them, doubtless hoping that they would be suffi- 
cient to show the referees that the author of such 
indelicate letters, especially the one to Dr. Adams, was 
not a fit person to teach morality and religion to man- 
kind. He told Mr. Clifford that certain experts were 
ready to swear those letters on me as the writer. As 
he said he had no wish to take Mr. Clifford unawares, 
he offered to let him see the letters if he chose. And so 
Mr. Hubbard promised to take them to Mr. Clifford's 
room at the Tremont House that evening; and Mr. 
Ely and myself were requested to be present. Mr. Hub- 
bard brought in the letters and laid them on the table, 
and immediately withdrew. 

As soon as Mr. Clifford had opened the letters, and 
spread them out, I recognized in a moment that they 
were in the handwriting of Rev. E. G. Wells, an aged 
and eccentric clergyman, who had written me some 
years before, two or three letters on business from Pitts- 
burg, and that there was not the least attempt at dis- 
guiscment. The handwriting was so peculiar, that no 
one who had seen it once would be likely ever to mis- 

20* 



234 



REMARKABLE INCIDENTS IN THE 



take it afterwards.* Mr. Wells had a son then residing 
in Boston, on whom I eaUed the next morning, and 

• That the reader mar sec the striking dissimilarity between the two handi>, 
the acconipanyiiip Jacsimilet are presented as fair specimens. It would have 
been gratityinir to prciient a fttc-?mile of one of the letters produced in court; 
but as thoji'c letters were withdrawn from the ca«»e and taken care of by Dr. 
Adams, thev arc beyond my control. I have given the following specimen 
of the handwriting of Mr. Wells contained in a note from him whicn I han- 
pened to have in my possession. That the reader might see at once the little 
resemblance of thc'two hands, I copied with my own nandj the note from Mr. 
Wells ; but as the lithographer had not time tocompleto his work before the 
printers needed it, the lust tliree words are wanting. 
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out the similarity between mine and theirs, comparing 
every letter in the alphabet from A to Z, expressing 
their full belief that one hand, and that hand mine, had 
written them all. Mr. Wells, having been summoned 
by telegraphic despatch from Philadelphia, had arrived in 
season to give his testimony. And just as the referees 
had admitted the anonymous letters into the ease, Mr. 
Wells was summoned on the stand to give rebutting 
testimony. And as his manner of testifying will show 
the reader the peculiarities of the man, I will here give 
as much of his testimony as is needful, in his own 
words. Mr. Ely having put the letters into his hand, 
proceeded to question him, as to his knowledge of the 
letters and their author. He replied in these words: 
" May it please your honors, to use a term very familiar 
in relation to this case, I acknowledge the paternity of 
these letters without any aid from man, woman, or 
child." When Mr. Hubbard asked him, in his cross- 
examination, whether he had not consulted me on the 
subject, and received from me assistance or advice, he 
said, " I ask no man under seventy years old, what I 
may write, or when I may write, or to whom I may 
write." I will notice only one more question. Mr. 
Hubbard asked "why he \\Tote those letters?" He 
replied, " I wTote them for two reasons. In the first 
place, from a sense of duty to my heavenly Father; 
and in the second place, from a sense of duty to the 
Rev. defendant here. I felt it to be my duty to admon- 
ish and rasp that man for his abusive treatment of Mr. 
Fairchild." Now I think that no reader will say that I 
err in calling this " a providence of God." Where w^as 
it ever before known that the writer of an anonymous 
letter under such circumstances, was ascertained, and 
his presence secured, to acknowledge the fact? And if 
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it had not been so in this case, the reader can well 
imagine what must have been my fate. The referees 
would doubtless have admitted the testimony of these 
experts, and with them it would have weighed heavily. 
" But the snare was broken, and I escaped." Now I 
venture to assert that no two handwritings could be 
found in all Boston more dissimilar than mine and that 
of the gentleman who wrote those letters ; for he did 
not attempt to disguise his hand, but wrote just as he 
always writes, only omitting his signature. And yet 
Mr. Adams was willing to have them sworn upon me, 
having been familiar with my handwriting for many 
years ! and who must have known, as it seems to me, 
my utter inability to write such a hand! Besides, those 
anonymous letters, as Dr. Adams well knew, were writ- 
ten in different months and different years. And yet 
they were all written in precisely the same uniform 
hand ; whereas no person who undertakes to disguise 
his hand, would be likely to have that uniformity, even 
if all were written the same day. The adventurous in- 
troduction of those letters into the case, and the rash 
testimony as to their origin, strikingly illustrate the 
formidable power of prejudice, so often my lot to en- 
counter in the progress of this whole affair. 

I must say one word here in relation to those experts. 
I never had any previous acquaintance with them. 
They were never even known by me till I saw them on 
the stand. But they are said to be very respectable and 
honorable gentlemen ; and I would not detract a single 
particle from their respectability and honor. But I did 
think that when they saw how mistaken they were in 
their testimony, and how they had put me in jeopardy, 
they would have been magnanimous enough to offer to 
pay the expenses of summoning the witness from Phila- 
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delpliia, and of his attendance in court, all of which 
amounted to about thirty dollars. I have made per- 
sonal application to each of them that they would, as a 
mere matter of equity and charity, consider the danger- 
ous position in which they had placed me by their mis- 
taken testimony, and refund, at least, a part of what 
they occasioned me, in my poverty, to pay. But they 
seemed not to consider themselves as at all indebted to 
me. Perhaps they thought that I was indebted to them 
for having henceforth deprived them of their occupation 
as experts. However this may be, it seems to have 
been my fate to pay people for their attempts to crush 
and ruin me. But I believe it will be admitted on all 
hands, (especially by those of my fellow-citizens who 
have suffered so grievously from this source,) that I have 
done the public some service in showing how little de- 
pendence can be placed on the judgment of experts; 
and I trust that the experts themselves will, in future, be 
a little less confident, and a little more modest in their 
pretensions. 

I shall say nothing more with regard to the testi- 
mony, but leave that matter wholly to Mr. Clifford, 
whose argument is now to be submitted to the exami- 
nation of the reader. 
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CHAPTER XXllI. 

Mr. Clifford's argument in behalf of Mr. Fairchild, 
delivered before the referees, July 24, 1851. 

Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen, — If, in the present state 
of my health, I supposed that the interests of my client, or the 
ultimate decision of this cause, depended upon my efforts, I 
should feel constrained to ask for a still further postponement, 
in order to reply to the elahorate argument of the learned coun- 
sel for the defendant, to which we have listened during the past 
two days. But I am happy to believe, in view of the precise 
issue between these parties, that a considerable portion of that 
argument requires no answer at the plaintiff's hands. Before 
proceeding to the discharge of my duty, witli respect to those 
portions of the argument which do demand a reply from the 
plaintifTs counsel, it is proper for me to remark that it was only 
at a very late stage of the case, and then with the extremest 
reluctance, that I became at all concerned in these proceedings. 
When first applied to, at a very recent period, I peremptorily 
declined, on account of other engagements, with which a proper 
attention to this case would necessarily interfere, — and it 
was not until, by a conference with the able and eminent coun- 
sel originally employed (B. R, Curtis, Esq.), who was unfortu- 
nately compelled, by failing health, not only to relinquish this 
case, but to suspend for a season all professional labor, I became 
so convinced of the cruel wrong and injustice done to the plain- 
tiff, that I could not refuse him my services ; and at no little in- 
convenience to myself, consented to assun«^. my present position. 
My only concern now is, that my client may be the sufferer by 
the cliange, and that it would have been better for him if I had 
adhered to my original determination. But in that respect, I 
trust I may confidently rely upon this tribunal, that no errors or 
omissions of the plaintifTs counsel will be permitted to prejudice 
him or liis cause. 

Mr. Chairman, it is a little singular, in view of the learned 
counsel's eloquent invective on themes not involved in the issue 
presented by the pleadings on the records before you, and of 
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the time he has occupied, professedly for the purpose of estab- 
lishing " probable cause " for the defendant's belief, but in reality 
to prove the plaintiff to have been guilty of the crime originally 
charged against him, — that all this eloquence and learning 
should, by the merest chance in the world, be displayed here in 
the service of the defendant, instead of being employed in 
maintaining the rights of the plaintiff. For if the testimony of 
the Rev. Mr. Buddington is to be relied upon, and if there was 
no misapprehension on the part of the defendant, of what had 
taken place between the learned counsel and the plaintiff prior 
to the commencement of the action, the latter might well have 
supposed that his suit was prosecuted under the sanction and 
counsel of the learned gentleman himself. Mr. Buddington 
testiiied, it will be remembered, that the defendant informed 
him, in substance, that the plaintiff had consulted with Mr. 
Choate, and that the latter advised with him, respecting his 
right of action against the members of the South Suffolk Asso- 
ciation : but as the plaintiff did not intimate that he should 
bring his action against the defendant alone, when he finally 
determined to take that course, Mr. Choate considered himself 
absolved from any professional obligation to him, and was free 
to be retained against him, — and that by this piece o^ Jin esse, 
in suppressing his real purpose, to bring his action against one 
of the membei's of the Association severally, instead of suing 
them all collectively, he had lost the services of INIr. Choate. 
This, he added, the reverend defendant regarded as a special 
providence. However this may have been, and while it does 
not become me to pronounce upon another's standard of profes- 
sional obligations, 1 think it may well be questioned whether, in 
this instance, the Jincsse was in the client or the counsel, — 
whether, when the counsel have; acl vised with a party respect 
ing his cause of action against A., B., and C, and subsequently 
elects to bring his suit upon that cause of action against 
A. alone, the professional obligations arising out of the con- 
sultation are any less binding than if he had brought it against 
them all. 

If, as is now contended, the eminent counsel, under whose 
directions this suit was instituted, misconceiv<'d the plaintiff's 
remedy, and should have brought his action for a conspiracy 
again-t all the members of the As.-ociation, instead of suing one 
of them for a libel, I submit that the d<*tVinhuit has no occasion 
to complain u[>on grounds so purely technical as this. If the 
form of action has been thus misconceiv(;d, it has given the de- 
fendant the immense advantage of bringing his coconspirators 
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upon tlio stand as ouinpnr^ratois ami \vilnc-^r>, — an a'lvatUaixc 
he could not have enjoyed if the actions had been brought 
against them jointly for a conspiracy. But I submit, with con- 
fidence, that this position is entirely unsupported by the au- 
thorities which have been cited by the learned counsel, and I 
merely advert to the subject now, in order to justify myself to 
my client, for not, in this wilting and witheiing atmosphere, 
ani^wering at length the argument which has been attempted to 
be constructed upon these authorities. 

Another portion of the argument deserves a passing word. 
We heard it urged for two hours yesterday, that the plaintiff 
bad so deported himself as to furnish the defendant reasonable 
ground to believe that the original charges against the plaintiff 
were true. I will not argue that. I take those charges to be 
res adjiidicata^ and that they have been set at rest. If this were 
otherwLse, and if the defendant meant to set them up in this suit, 
he was bound to give us notice. It was not done. And it is 
not on these pleadings, in which the truth of the charge is not 
alleged by the defendant, or even his belief of their truth, as his 
justification, that he can be permitted, by any indirection, to 
rely upon this ground of defence, or call upon us to answer an 
argument upon it. 

We start, therefore, may it please the referees, appealing to 
your judgment, as a court of law, on these specificjitions, with 
the position that the plaintiff is innocent of the charges on which 
a vote of the A.^sociation purports to have been founded, and also 
of any such conduct as could give the defendant reasonable 
ground to charge himself with guilt, I do not stop to inquire 
whether the defendant's alleged convictions, from what he knew 
or what he had heard, were sufficient to satisfy his own mind 
of the plaintiff's guih ; the real question is, whether such con- 
victions are a sufficient justification for that action by which, in 
the face of evidence entirely conclusive to other minds, he has 
assailed the reputation of a fellow Christian, a fellow minister, a 
fellow man I 

I agree with the counsel for the defendant, that there is an 
interest at issue here, far transcending in importance the result 
of this case to either of these parties; and yet I ought hardly, 
perhaps, to say thaU in view of its consequences to the plaintiff. 
If the plaintiff be, as we submit he is, an innocent man in all 
this matter, there stands not upon the footstool of the whole 
earth a binng more pei*secuted and injured, than he has been by 
the defendant, and those who have acted with him. Not one I 
Holding towards his fellow men a relation the most of all re- 

21 
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quiring the strictest observance of morality and propriety in 
deportment ; of an age to look not only upon his children, but 
upon their children ; for the better part of sixty years a zealous 
laborer in his Master's vineyard ; beloved and still trusted by 
his class mates and youthful friends, as well as by the pious and 
venerable associates of maturer years ; is it credible that 
through all this, his life has been a living lie? that he has 
played the hypocrite to his neighbor, the traitor to his friend, 
and, worse than all, has dared to pollute with foul hands the 
altar of his God ? If so, there have been few like him in 
guilt. If not so, no one like him desenes the sympathy and 
commiseration — to say nothing of tlie justice — of his fellow 
men. 

But still I agree that there are general public considerations 
of the greatest importance involved here. The question is, 
whether a man who may have fallen under suspicion from his 
imprudences, or his follies even, and has submitted himself to 
the terrible ordeal — terrible even for the innocent — the fear- 
ful appeal to a judicial tribunal upon a criminal accusation, and 
has been acquitted of all charges against him, — whose inno- 
cence has received the attestation of a judicial verdict, — the 
question is, whether such a man can be afterwards rightfully 
and justly treated as though he had been found guilty. That 
is the point, and it is a point of infinite importance. " Wliy,'' 
— it is said on the other side, — " because a man has been ac- 
quitted on the legal ground of reasonable doubt of his guilt, 
shall those who entertain sincere convictions on that point, dis- 
card them because of that acquittal ? " No, gentlemen, we do 
not ask that. But we do ask that they shall not act with respect 
to that individual, before the world, upon their own private 
opinions, in tlie same manner as though his guilt were cleiirly 
proved. If the contrary is to be the rule, as would appear 
from the whole course of the defence, let me ask who of our 
profession can urge upon the community respect for the law, 
or quiet submission to the law, even when its enactments come 
into collision with all tlieir moral sympathies ? What, in that 
case, could induce a man to go before a court, to seek an adju- 
dication of his controversies, or a judgment upon the (piestion 
of his innocence or guilt ? If he is to be treated precisely the 
same, whether convicted or acquitted, his natural instincts will 
rise up against the injustice, and say, "Xo, — I will not run the 
risk of conviction, though I know myself to b« innocent, when, 
through mistake or casualty, I may be adjudged guilty, and 
when, even if acquitted and proved to be innocent, I shall be 
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n'<(unMl {i^ no riiHil^ :niil iTpiiu no n'pul.'ition." ?.Ir. Cliainnan, 
it is not cnongli for tlie (IcrencUmt to set up, as liis counsel has 
attempted to do, a distinction between the plaintiff's rights as a 
citizen, and liis rights as a clergyman. I lis riglits are his rights, 
whether in the one or the other ca[)acity, or in both combined. 
And it is but adding insult to injury, to say that while you 
assail the one, you respect and leave untouched tlie other. I 
would ask those of tlie defendant's profession who justify his 
course, — I would ask the reverend defendant himself, — how, 
even with his contentious conscientiousness, he can urge upon 
his flock the precepts and example of that Great Master, whose 
servant he professes to be ? We are not without an authority 
upon this point, in a case even of known and admitted guilt. 
In the history of our Lord, in that memorable interview with 
the repentant Magdalen, where, when the accusers had all gone 
oat, one by one, and lefl him alone with the woman, he asked, 
" Doth no man condemn thee?" and being answered, "No man. 
Lord," what was the response of that divine charity which was 
given to us for an example? "Neither do I condemn thee, — 
go, and sin no more." I ask the reverend defendant here to 
review in the light of this great example, his own conduct 
towards the plaintiff, his " dear, dear brotlier** as he called him 
in the ^Marblehead letter, long after, as he now contends, he be- 
lieved him to be the guiltiest of men. Did he say, in the spirit 
of his Mjister, or act as if he could say, " neither do I condemn 
thee, — go, and sin no more?" Ono! His meek Christian 
spirit, as evidenced by his conversation with Mr. M. II. Smith, 
finds expression rather in a sentiment like this, " Though no 
other man condemn you, — though juries may acquit, — though 
councils may install, — though churches may call, and clergy- 
men may fellowship you, — no evidence can change my convic- 
tions, — none ahall change my conduct towards you. My foot 
is upon your neck, and 1 will keep it there so long as we both 
shall live." 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I do not believe that such a 
spirit as this is in harmony with a true Christian morality, any 
more than its exhibition in the defendant's conduct towards the 
plaintiff is consistent with the law of the land. I cannot believe 
that such is the spirit of the denomination of Christians to which 
botii the plaintiff and the defendant belong. No ! I have had 
too many friends in that denomination whom I have honored 
and loved, to believe that such a spirit is the legitimate fruit of 
the tenets they profess to teach. When I remember him whose 
benignant countenance and majestic presence I love to associate 
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with the bench on which you sit, — the honored kinsman of my 
friend, the junior counsel for tlie defence, the late Judge Hul>- 
bard, " clarvm et venerabile nomen ; " when I call to mind his 
clustering: virtues, and brightest among tliem all, his large and 
liberal charity, and reflect that it was nurtured in this *' school 
of the prophets," to which he was so devotedly attached, — I 
know that there can be nothing in the Orthodox Congregation- 
alism of Massachusetts, which can either foster or justify such a 
spirit of relentless and implacable persecution as this case has 
exhibited on the part of the defendant. 

But I must proceed to say a few words respecting the duty 
of the plaintiff to institute this suit, preliminary to a considerap 
tion of the questions of law involved in the case, and of the 
authorities adduced in support of the ground taken on either 
side. 

As this case must ultimately turn, as I apprehend, mainly 
upon the view which your honoi*s may take of the law which 
governs it, I deem it proper to say, in behalf of the plaintiff, that 
he commenced these proceedings under the advice of the most 
distinguished, discreet, and able counsel, not only of this Com- 
monwealth, but of the country. He was under a sort of moral 
necessity to take some stop that might compel this defendant 
and his associates to do him justice. 

Indeed, what could he do ? What could any lawyer advise 
him to do ? Submit to the stigma of that vof^, — to be for ever 
perpetuated, — to be cast in the teeth of himself and his chil- 
dren, — to constantly cripple his efforts as a clergjTfnan, — to 
furnish a never exhausted argument to the scoffer and the scep- 
tic against the cause of religion and the cliurch of Christ ; to do 
all this, or to suffer himself to be driven out from his Master's 
vineyard, to perish infamously by the poison of an unjust and 
false accusation, aggravated by the taunting assertion that he 
had not the courage and confidence to challenge or confront it ! 
If he had been a guilty man, he would have done this. He 
would not have dared to do otherwise, — and no lawyer would 
have advised him to do otherwise. He would not have been before 
you to-day. He would have regarded his acquittal by the jury 
as a fortunate escape from the penalties of the law, — and you 
would never have heard of him adventuring again into a court 
of justice. No, gentlemen ! I submit that his firm, earnest, and 
constant efforts to vindicate his reputation against the calumni- 
ous record of the Suffolk South Association, his bringing this 
suit, his presence here to-day, afford plenary evidence that he is 
an innocent and calumniated man. 
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Suppose that he had quietly sat down without these efforts to 
remove the stain upon his character ! What would have been 
the judgment of that large body of the Orthodox clergy of New 
England who have solemnly attested their belief in his inno- 
cence, and their conviction that he " is and of right ought to 
be," a recognized minister of the gospel, ii;i good and regular 
standing? 

Would they not very justly have said to him, " You have 
our cause as well as your own to maintain ; you owe it to us to 
show the world that we have not given our confidence and fel- 
lowship to a guilty and unworthy brother ? " 

Permit me to quote in this connection the language of the 
great Edmund Burke — great as a moralist as well as a states- 
man — as expressing the true distinction to be observed by a 
wise man respecting libellous attacks upon his character. 
These are his words : " Loose libels ought to be passed by in 
silence and contempt. By me they have been so always. I 
knew that I could live down the calumnies of malice and the 
judgments of ignorance. If I happened to be now and then in 
the wrong, as who is not, like all other men, I must bear the 
conse(iuence of my faults and my mistakes. The libels of the 
present day are just of the same stuff sls the libels of the past. 
But they derive an importance from the rank of the persons they 
come from, and the gravity of the place where Hiey were uttered. 
In some way or other, I ought to take some notice of them. To 
assert myself thus traduced is not vanity or arrogance. It is a 
demand of justice ; it is a demonstration of gratitude. If lam 
unworthy, the ministers are worse than prodigal." 

Gentlemen, my client might well use the word ministers in a 
different sense, and apply these remarks to his own case ; for 
certainly if he were unwortliy, the very many eminent ministers 
of his denomination were worse than prodigal in their kindness 
and sustentation of him. He might well apply to himself an- 
other rule of duty which Burke recognized. ** Whilst I humble 
myself before God," he says, " I do not know that it U forbidden 
to repel the attacks of unjust and inconsiderate men." 

The plaintiff' is, then, before you in the discharge of a plain 
and manifest duty. A duty to himself, to his own reputation, 
which he is as much bound to defend and protect from unjust 
aspersion, as he is bound to protect his person and his life, — 
duty to those who are dearer to him than life, and who are look- 
ing with unutterable solicitud**, yet with a hopeful confidence to 
your judgment this day ; — duty to the church and to that great 
cause for the advancement of which the church wl^s estftb- 
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lished, and for wliich alone it cxi-t^ — ii;ini Iv. ili.- cau-r v.l.Idi 
was procljiinu'd by licavcMily heralds at the birih ot iis t'oinid. r, 
— " Good- will towards all men." Yes, gootl-willl Not that 
harsh judgment and }»hari.-;aieal uncharitabhfness which s^ays 
even to an erring brother, " stand aside, for I am holier than 
thou ! " A duty, too, to those venerable and pious men of his 
own order, who have upheld him here ; — duty to those humbler 
but true-hearted friends and parishioners, who have stood stead- 
fastly by him in the darkest and saddest hours of his dark and 
sad experi(Mice of life ; — and above all, a duty to the law, which, 
while conceding to this defendant and those who act with him, 
the right to their own opinions, and the unchallenged control of 
their personal associations, should teach them that, in their out- 
ward conduct, as it affects the rights of their fellow men, its 
voice once uttered through its constituted organs, must be 
treated by them as well as all others, with some degree of defer- 
ence and respect ! 

For what, then, is the plaintiff here ? It is perfectly tnie 
that your award can only be an expression of your opinion 
whether the defendant has done that injury to the plaintiff 
which is charged u|)on him, and if so, to render a judgment of 
damages against him ; but it is not for money that the plaintiff is 
here. Nor is it hi a spirit of contention or litigation — he has 
endeavored to avoid that — nor to impose himself on the de- 
fendant's fellowship — he does not desire that. Once for all, in 
behalf of my client, and under his instructions, I disclaim the 
imputation Ciist upon him that it is money he seeks, — except 
only so far as it may be necessar}' to indemnify him for the ex- 
penses he has been comj)elled, by the obduracy of the defend- 
ant, to incur in obtaining simple justice. True, by this long 
and relentless persecution — more cruel and pitiless than any 
man ever bore from Chi'istian men — he has Ikjcu utterly beg- 
gared. But he is here for a higher and worthier purpose. He 
is here to obtain in the only possible way open to him, so far aa 
I know, a rescission of that false and calumnious vote which the 
defendant and his associates first placed on their records, with- 
out right, and against the truth ; and which they have ]>ersL>ted 
in keeping there against every remonstrance and appeal that 
could be addressed to right-thinking and right-hearted men,— 
a registered and perpetuated falsehoixl ! 

And, secondly, he is here to repel, in the only way in which 
the course of the defendant will permit him to repel it, the foal 
and false aspersion cast ii])on him of having been the subject 
of a loathsome and ci-iminally contracted disease, — which the 
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witness, whom the defendant once invoked as the onlj compe- 
tent person to prove the truth of tlie assertion, had, to the de- 
fendant himself^ declared to be unauthorized and untrue. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, how is he met ? In the first place, by 
the statute of limitations. They contend that it was more than 
two years from the time of the vote before the action was 
brought, and that therefore they are not liable. And the learned 
counsel has argued at length the wisdom of that legislation 
which has established a limitation of time within which such an 
action as this must be brought. I am not disposed to controvert 
this opinion, — I agree to the wisdom and expediency of such a 
limitation ; but, in this particular case, I confess I was a little 
surprised to find such a shelter from responsibility resorted to. 
If I liad not been instructed to the contrary, by the course 
which this defence has taken, I should have entertained the 
opinion expressed by the Rev. George Allen, in his letter to the 
Association, advising them to rescind the vote, because, said he, 
" NotwithsUinding the lapse of time, it is not probable that with 
men like you the statute of limitations will be set up." Still 
they have a right to this defence if it will avail them ; but I 
maintain, that within the two years before bringing the actio)i, — 
60 late, indeed, as the 3d day of July, 1849, there was a repub- 
licjition of the vote, and a repetition of the verbal slander. 

But that is not the only ground of the defence. They take 
another ; and upon their successful maintenance of it, much, I 
am aware, depends. In my judgment it is a ground of defence, 
without su[>port or countenance, either in the law of the land, 
or the principles of a true Christian morality. They set up the 
doctrine of privilege ! They claim that they are privileged 
to say and do all this that they have said and done, wholly ir- 
responsible to any authority, or any tribunal, except their own 
consciences. Now, if tliey cannot maintain this startling propo- 
sition, they have no defence whatever. If they can, then indeed 
is the law no longer the protector of any man's reputation who 
happens to be, or to have been, a member of a voluntary asso- 
ciation, against the attacks which a " malignant philanthropy," 
or a misguided conscience may make upon it. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, look at it a moment. Here is an asso- 
ciation of some twelve or fifteen very respectable clerical gen- 
tlemen, — I will not call them a club, for that term seems to be 
distasteful to the learned counsel, — here they are claiming to 
be governed by no such code as controls the conduct of otiier 
men. They appeal to the "higher law." Like the Fifth 
Monarchy men, so felicitously alluded to by I^Ir. Webster, in 
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his recent admirable speech to the young men of Albany, thej 
are "above ordinances." Like the "conscience" men de* 
scribed by the learned counsel himself, in the last edition of the 
" Cambridge Platlonn," laid down by him in his eloquent ad- 
dress betbre the Story Association, less than a week ago, " their 
doctrine is the same jis that which kindled the fagots of Smith- 
field, and justified the atrocities of Alva." Like the men of 
Judah, whom we read of in the Book of the Prophet, they 
attempt to shelter themselves from the penalties that attach to 
their conduct, by exclaiming, "The Temple of the Lord, — the 
Temple of the I^ord are we." " We are delivered " — privi- 
leged, that is — "to do these abominations." But, Mr. Chair- 
man, I do not find that the inspired old Prophet, who evidently 
had very little respect for this plea of privilege, was any the 
less stern in his rebuke of those who advanced it. And I 
trust, that by yo?^r judgment upon it, these learned and reverend 
gentlemen will discover that tiiey are amenable to the same law 
as their lay brethren, in what concerns the rights of their fel- 
low men. This is all we ask. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, — Let us see what this law is. 
I take the position that, as a voluntary association, having no 
disciplinary authority over its members, wliile they had the 
right to expel the plaintift' or witlidraw fellowship from him, 
with or without reason, they had no right, upon any ground of 
privilege, to place uj)on their records any imputation upon his 
character as a minister or as a man, unless they were prepared 
to justify it by i)roving it to be true. There is no adjudged 
case in which the vote of an association on its records has been 
held to be a privileged publication, excejU the Quaker case 
cited by the defence ; and there, the alleged libel was a mere 
matter of church-discipline, not at all affecting moral character- 
It is enough for us to call on the otiier side to produce a case 
where any voluntary association has placed on its records 
charges against the moral character of another, and escaped 
accountability on the ground of privilege. After the member 
is expelled, the rule of privilege has ceased to operate. The 
reasons which have induced the vote, are not necessary to be 
recorded to give it effect. It is a very different question, 
whether the communication of those reasons by the defendant 
in good faith to the association, to induce its action, he believing 
them to be true, shall be tak<Mi to be a privileged communica- 
tion, or whether the |)lacing them upon the record afYer the 
action of the association has been had, may be done with im- 
punity, even though they shall turn out to' be unfounded and 
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false. The requisite action having been taken, what need to go 
further in the discharge of any supposed legal or moral duty ? 
Suppose the defendant, on his return from Exeter, had commu- 
nicated to the Association such circumstances as convinced him 
of the plaintiff's guilt, and as he might have thought it his duty 
to do in order to procure a vote of expulsion, and that thereupon 
action was had ? If this were a privileged communication, it 
by no means follows that the preamble and vote which we com- 
plain of could be treated as such. Still less can the acts of the 
defendant to perpetuate them there, after they had been shown 
to be false, be so regarded. 

Mr. Clifford now proceeds to the consideration of 
the questions of law involved in the case, which I feel 
compelled to omit for want of room ; and not finding, 
in all the cases examined, the slightest foundation on 
•which to rest the plea of privilege, he goes on to show 
^hat is the ecclesiastical law in the case. 

It is contended by the defendant's counsel, first, that this 
privilege is incident to the character and nature of the associa- 
tion. This I deny upon the ecclesiastical authorities, which de- 
liiie the |)owers of these associations, and upon the constitution 
and by-laws of tlie Suffolk South Association itself. And, sec- 
ond, it is contended that the plaintiff expressly submitted himself 
to tlie jurisdiction of the association in this matter, and is there- 
fore estopped from denying their right to do what they have 
done. This also I shall deny, upon the evidence. 

And, first, what is the nature and character of the functions 
belonging to tlie association ? It is argued that judicial author- 
ity appertains to them; but what say the authorities? 

I read from PunchardTs View of Congregationalism, p. 115 . 
" The objects of ministerial associations are personal improve- 
ment, the cidtivation of brotherly kindness, and to assist each 
other, by counsel and advice, in discharging ministerial and 
parochial duties." 

And on page 195, after describing the various classes of 
clerical associations, it is especially stated, in reference to all of 
tliem, *• these general associations, et cetera, claim no legislative 
or judicial authority." 

in Upham's Ratio Disciplince, p. 15G, under the head of 
** Relations of Clerical Associations to Churches," it is said — 
^The General Association of Massachusetts, at their annual 
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meeting in 1807, expressly and wholly disclaim ecclesiastical 
power or authority over the churches or the opinions of indi- 
viduals." 

Moreover, its own constitution and by-laws are conclusive 
evidence of the extent of the authority of this particular asso- 
ciation over the plaintiff, who had assented to them, by signing 
them when he became a member of the body. I refer to them 
as expressly excluding such a conclusion as is sought to be de- 
rived from the nature and usages of these associations gener- 
ally. 

Their own records, too, negative the claim. On page 339, 
October, 1849, it is recorded, "that they have no ecclesiastical 
authority, and cannot restore him." He must come in by some 
other way; he must find some other door into the sheepfold; 
he can only be restored, they say, through the action of the 
Exeter Council. But upon the authority of Dr. Beecher'a 
report^ in the case of the council at Reading, which lia*< been 
referred to, and upon the testimony of Rev. Professor Stuart, 
that council, having made no provision for its nuissembiing, was 
functus offi^^io^ and could not, according to ecclesiastical usage, 
be reassembled to act upon the matter of the plaintiff's restora- 
tion to his ministerial office. The result of all this is, that this 
association may publish the plaintiff as a man guilty of infa- 
mous crimes, place that declaration on record, and then expel 
him ; and that, after this, even upon plenary proof of his inno- 
cence, there is no way by which he can be restored to the 
rights of which he has been unjustly deprived. The vote can- 
not be rescinded till the plaintiff is restored ; — second, he can- 
not be restored except on the reassembling of the Exeter 
Council ; and, third, the Exeter Council never can reassemble ! 
How utterly hopeless, then, to expect redress, or dream of jus- 
tice ! No — there the stigma stands; there the wrong is recorded; 
and there it must remain forever! Gentlemen, is it nec<\ssary 
to argue that this outrageous doctrine is utt(;rly opposed to the 
whole ecclesiastical polity of Massachusetts? Are words re- 
quired to expose the prei>osterous character, and the enormity 
of this assumption ; — an assumption which, to hear it put forth, 
would have almost made the old puritan prophets start from 
their moss-covered graves ! 

Mot one of the cases which the learned counsel has adduced 
in support of his position has any real application to the circum- 
stances here. Admit the authority of them all, they do not 
sustain his position. The only one which could be regarded as 
having the slightest bearing," is the (Quaker case — King ▼. 
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Hart ; but there the plaintiff's character was neither assailed 
nor touched. It was a mere question of discipline. She was a 
Quakeress, and by the rules of the sect of which she was a 
member, and to who*e discipline she had submitted, she was 
adjudged, and the judgment was entered on their records,-^ 
guilty of "not having practised self-denial." No sin was 
charged upon her; no reproach cast on her character; — but 
the whole of the alleged libellous action was, that " she had not 
practised self-denial." 

The case of Sir John Moore was that of a sentence by a 
court-martial, and has no analogy here. And I hardly think 
my learned brother could seriously cite, as an authority, the 
case of Famsworth v. Dr, Storrs, A question of privilege was 
raised there, it is true ; but the case was decided, as I under- 
stand it, upon grounds which do not touch the question be- 
fore lis. 

Tlie case of Jiemmgion v. Congdon^ in 2 Pick., decides only 
if the party voluntarily submits to the jurisdiction of the church, 
association, or society, its proceedings are privileged, if con- 
ducted in good faith, and without actual malice. The counsel 
relies much on this authority. Very well, we will take that 
case ; but I claim at least, and the Supreme Court of Massa- 
chusetts never meant to rule otherwise, that the party shall be 
heard before being condemned. " Strike, but hear," was the 
heathen's idea of justice ; shall any thing less be required from 
Christiiin men, — from Christian clergj'men ? 

I shall also maintain, may it please the referees, that what- 
ever view may be taken of this matter of privilege, as claimed 
on behalf of churches, or other ecclesiastical bodies really pos- 
sessing authority, or acting as advisory to the churches, it 
cannot be made to ai)ply to this association, or other bodies of 
the like nature. And in this connection I wish to offer some 
observations on the ecclesiastical polity of Massachusetts, bear- 
ing upon the question, which I am enabled to do through the 
kindness of a learned and reverend friend, and which I make 
j)art of my argument. 

Granting these claims to be well founded, in regard to judicial 
bodies, whether civil, military, or ecclesiastical, it will be seen 
that exactly the reverse is the fact in regard to these associations. 
Jurisdiction of every kind, whether in respect to ministers or 
laymen, has always been denied to clerical associations. The 
Cambridge Platform of 1648 excludes it by first principles, — 
totally excludes it. It claims, as an elementary truth, the ex- 
clusive right of the church to call and depose from office, -— 
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which latter act inchides concomitant censure. It provides ex- 
pressly the mode by which tlie church, and the church only, 
may censure or depose an elder, i. e. a minister, — namely, a 
council of tlie churches advising thereto. II'mI a mere associa- 
tion touched so much as the hem of an official garment, or even 
presumed to interfere with the Christian standing of one of the 
laity, it w'ould have kindled the indignation of all the churches. 
There was not only a general agreement of feeling in this mat- 
ter, but a wakefulness of sensibility which seems to throb in the 
early writings of the New England Puritans on ecclesiastical 
polity. 

But about the beginning of the last century. Cotton Mather, 
and a few others, who were probably influenced by him, ven- 
tured to attempt an innovation on the settled polity of the 
churches of Massachusetts ; their plan was to invev-^t local minis- 
terial associations with juridical powers, by uniting with them 
lay delegates from the churches with which the ministers in 
those associations were connected. But the prqj<*ct was so 
frowned upon by the churches and ministers generally, that the 
authors of it were glad to hush up the trouble by dropping the 
scheme at once. Tlius the matter rested till early in the pres- 
ent century, when Drs. Morse of Clmrlestown, Lyman of Hat- 
field, and a very few other mini>ters with them, revived the 
scheme of Mather, and presented it to the General Association 
of Massachusetts, — which body appointed a committee to re- 
port thereon at the next annual meeting. This second attempt 
was frustrated by the same general sj)irit of opposition from 
the ministers and churches throughout the State. 

A third efibrt to place judicial power in the hands of local 
associations was made in 1845, by a committee, consisting of 
Rev. Dr. "Woods of Andover, Rev. Parsons Cooke, of Lynn, 
and some others, who had been appointed (at a meeting of a 
number of clergymen held in Boston during anniversary week) 
to report a reaffirmation of the principles and plan of Congrega- 
tional discipline. Their report — professedly "in part" — was 
first sent, unknown to the churches, to the local clerical a<^<iOcia- 
tions throughout the State ; and so general and emphatic was 
the opposition of those bodies to the revived scheme of arksocia- 
tional jurisdiction, even with a mixed representation from the 
churches, that any overt measures to give it eflect have not 
again been tried. 

The entire history of Congregation«ilism in Massachusetts, as 
well as its first principle, is adverse to the idea of a trial of anj 
church-member, whether lay or clerical, by an association. 
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This history, one would think, is too well known, in the g:eneral, 
to need particular citation. Whoever has read Hutchinson's 
** History of Massachusetts," TrumbuH's *' History of Connecii- 
cut," the " Cambridge Platform," John Cotton's " Keys," Cot- 
ton Mather's " Ratio Disciplinse," Hooker's " Surv(?y of the 
Sum of Church Grovernment," and other chief writers respect- 
ing the principles and practice of Congregational polity in 
Massachusetts, cannot have missed the fact tliat the churches 
have constantly denied to associations all shadow of jurisdiction, 
and st^dfastly maintained the exclusive right of the churches 
to exercise juridical powers in ecclesiastical aifairs, whether 
pertaining to officers or private members. 

The action of a council, whether in ordaining, censuring, or 
deposing a minister, is only a seeming^ not a real exception to 
the universal rule. No principle is better settled than that of 
the mere advisory power of an ecclesiastical council, and that 
it can have no effect but by the express consent of the church 
interested, — a consent given in advance in cases where the re- 
sult is supposed not to trammel conscience, but refused in all 
other cases. " The opinion of the court in the case of Sheldon v. 
The Congregational Parish in Easton^ 24 Pick. 288, is a judi- 
cial affirmation of this view of the legaL character of these eccle- 
siastical bodies. 

The learned counsel has spoken of the power of associations 
to license ministers, and to rescind their license, as if such 
license invested its possessor with power to preacli the gospel, 
and as if its rescission took away the power. But that is no part 
or parcel of Massachusetts Congregationalism. * The real power 
to license is in the churchy and not out of it. This is in accord- 
ance with the doctrine of the Cambridge Platform, which is care- 
ful, in more places than one, to state this principle either directly 
or indirectly. Associations are said to license, when in fact they 
only give a certificate of their opinion that this or that person 
is a suiUible person to be employed by a church in need of a 
minister. Their license, so called, is their approbation — their 
approval, merely — conferring no power, and clothing the re- 
cipient with no ecclesiastical authority. Accordingly their re- 
scinding a license can only be the taking hack an opinion ; and 
though it be rescinded, still the individual is just as competent 
to preach as before, if a people see fit to employ him, — or, in 
the language of the Platform, see fit to " call him to office." 
The term '* license " is a term of convenience merely, and not 
of substance. The oM form, expressive of the reality, namely, 
** approbate," is still in use in this Commonwealth. 

22 
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But, returning to the great principle of Congregationalism — 
the churcirs exclusive jurisdiction — the reason of it is as plain 
as its uncontradicted history. If an association were allowed, 
as a tribunal, to touch character and pronounce upon it, — who 
would be safe ? If they could try a minister or a layman for 
one cause, could they not for another? If they could try him 
for immorality, might they not also try him for heresy, — often 
esteemed the greatest of crimes ? And again, — if they could 
try him at one time, they might at another ; and if, having the 
power of impeachment, they could try him after the action of a 
mutual advisory council, they could try him by their own origi- 
nal and independent jurisdiction ; and if, as an association, they 
could thus stain and ruin his character, all jurisdiction would vir- 
tually be in the association instead of in the church; — and thud 
the priesthood and not the people would be the depositories of 
ecclesiastical power, reversing at least one half of the funda- 
mental maxim, — 

"A church without a bishop, — a State without a king." 

Then, that this claim of ])rivilege is not established as incident 
to the nature and functions of the Association, — I ask attention 
to the other proposition of the defence ; that the plaintiff had 
submitted himself to the jurisdiction of this body, and was there- 
fore bound by its action, whatever it might be. And how is 
this proved? How has the defendant attempted to establish 
this indispensable element of his aise? Let me first ask 
whether it is probable that Mr. Fairchild, with a knowledge 
of the feelings which these reverend gentlemen entertained 
towards him, — should have consented that the Association, 
behind his back and without notice to him, should place upon 
its records a vote, the very existence of which he was ignonmt 
of for four or five years afterwards? It is not credible. Here 
was a charge publicly preferred against him. He was shortly 
to be tried on that charge in the open courts of law. Could 
not these reverend gentlemen have waited six weeks to t^ee 
what the result would be? Why did they hasten to record their 
sentence on a brother not proved to be either guilty or erring, 
and to affix an indelible stigma on his character, before he could 
have an opportunity to pass the terrible ordeal to which they 
knew he was even then already bound — a jury of his country- 
men ? Why, why was this ? Was it because of the Jesuit-like 
apprehension of former days, that " the church was in danger?" 
That the respect of men for its sanctity might be impaired and 
its power thereby weakened, if the civil tribunal should get thfl 
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Start of (hem in pronouncing a sentence of condemnation upon 
one of their number, innocent or guilty? If these reverend 
gentlemen were imbueil with such moral cowardice tliat they 
could not permit a brother to take the chances of a trial ; — if 
they entertained little expectation of his acquittal before men, 
and believed that the cau^e of the church demanded his expul- 
sion from the ministry ; — if this was the case, they are bound, 
as honorable men, to stand up and say so. H they thought 
Mr. Fairchild proven a guilty man, and thereupon parsed this 
severe vote of censure, let them say they passed it on that 
ground. Let them now, above all, as they refuse to rescind the 
vote, come up here and say the charge is true or not true. If 
not true, let them take it back. " Vestigia retrorsum " are steps 
which no one who has gone wrong need be ashamed or fear to 
take. If, on the contrary, the charge be true, let them come up 
like men and say so boldly, — and not skulk behind the declara- 
tion that they had probable cause to believe it true, while at the 
same time they decline saying that they do so believe. 

It is alleged that the plaintiff submitted to the Association, 
and gave them authority to pass on this matter by his letter 
from Exeter, in 1844, and again in 1840, by his api)lication to 
have the vote rescinded. Now, whatever may be tlie contents 
of the letter rtfferred to, there was another from Mr. Fairchild, 
dated the 8th of July, 1844, in which he expressly says that he 
shall submit his ca^e, " not to the Association but to a council." 
There is also the letter, read by my brother. Hubbard, from Rev. 
Mr. Riddel to Mr. Faircliild, in which the writer explicitly 
recognizes the fact that my client declined to acknowledge the 
authority of the Association to try the charge which had been 
made against him. 

It is a remarkable fact that the plaintiff's letter to Mr. Riddel, 
to which this was a reply, should not be produced. That reply, 
however, fortunately answers all our ends, and shows conclu- 
sively that Mr. Fairchild did not submit himself or his case to 
the authority of the Association. 

1 say, then, that there is no such testimony in the case, as 
would justify the conclusion that, through my client's expressed 
consent, the Association had acquired any jurisdiction in the 
matter. Without satisfactory proof of this, the defence must 
utterly faiL 

Upon the question of the publication of the libel, we respect- 
fully submit, in view of the authorities that have been cited on 
both sides, — that the retention of th(» false and calumnious 
charges contained in the preamble and vote, upon the records 
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of the Association, was of itself, and in its very nature, a con- 
tinuous publication of the slander. Gentlemen, if protection 
from false aspersions, made and kept recorded on the books of a 
voluntary association, is not provided for by law, is not the char- 
acter of every one who may ever have been a member of such 
association, at the mercy not only of all his associates, but of 
each u{\w comer? May not his reputation be stricken dovm 
with impunity by any one, who, in such circumstances, may seek 
to destroy him, and all that, too, without any knowledge on his 
part, or any friendly intimation to him as to what is going on ? 
Suppose a division should occur in such an association, (and we 
all know that such ev(fnts and their consequent proceedings are 
not of the most dove-like character) ; — suppose a man should 
be expelled on account of what his associates deemed heresy; 
suppose, then, after he has ceased to be a member, a vote should 
be passed and recorded, prejudicial to his honesty or moral char- 
acter ! He knows nothing of it ; it is not communicated to him ; 
but every one who comes into the association afterwards will see 
u|>on the olHcial records of the body, that which must unavoid* 
ably impair his usefulness while living, and stain his memory 
when dead. No publication can be conceived of, so capable of 
mischief as a recorded vote like this. Abiding from age to 
age, in its very nature transmissible and permanent, it should 
and must be held as a publication wherever its existence is es- 
tablished by legal proof. I do not mean to contend that the 
plaintitt' here can maintain an action against the defendant, sim- 
ply because this vote is on the record of the Association of which 
defendant is a member ; — but when it is fehown either that the 
defendant aided in placing it there, or has contributed to retain 
it there, then, whatever this tribunal may find in it of a libellous 
or defamatory nature, he was and is i*esponsible for. I submit 
that it is the clearly recognized rule of law, that every person who, 
by a voluntary act of his own, the simple casting of a ballot in 
its support, the silent consent to its passage, the withholding of 
any ojiposition, — is shown to have contributed in placing a de- 
liimatory statement on such a record, or to have been instru- 
mental, in any way, in retaining it there after its falsity was 
brought to his knowledge, is as responsible for it as if it had 
been written with his own hand, or uttered by his owft voice. 
What, in comparison with a record like this, is the ephemeral 
publication of a newspaper ? What, the statement in a confi- 
dential letter to a friend ? What, the entry on a merchant's pri- 
vate account-book ? And yet these have all been held to be 
publications of a libel. But what are all these to a publicatioii 
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like this, destined to go down through all time ? A publication^ 
and declaration of the plaintiff's immoralitj and guilt, open to 
every one now to cast in his face, and to every one of the next 
generation to hold up in reproach before the eyes of his children. 
Is it not the merest denial of the doctrines of common right and 
the teachings of common sense, — to pretend that the defendant, 
through whose direct and influential agency all this has been 
done, is not responsible for any of this wrong ? 

I contend that in essential particulars, this preamble and vote 
were false, — that the Association knew it to be so, as tliey 
have since acknowledged on their records, — that they had no 
legal or moral right to place them there, — and still less to 
retain them there after Mr. Fairchild's acquittal by the jury. 

As to the truth of the injurious allegations : Is it true that 
the council at Exeter ever found Mr. Fairchild to .have been 
guilty of seduction ? Where is the proof, or the shadow of proof, 
of that ? The defendant has undertaken to charge my client 
with having been proved guilty of the crimes of seduction, 
adultery, and falsehood. But if this case is to be tried on strict 
technical grounds, where, I would ask, is there to be found in 
the proceedings or the result of the Exeter Council, any pre- 
text that he had been found guilty of seduction ? There is 
nothing in the record that can give a color of justification for 
Buch a charge. Even supposing the whole fabric of falsehood 
woven by Khoda Davidson to be believed, did she not state 
that "she was not afraid of Mr. Fairchild — that she always 
had her own way with him ? ** And is there no morj]^l discrim- 
ination to be made between even a guilty intercourse with such 
a woman, and that most liendlike of all the crimes that ever de- 
graded humanity — the cold-blooded ruin of youth, artlessness, 
and innocence ? 

Again. The Association by their vote, falsely declare that 
the plaintiff had been, by the Exeter Council, deposed from the 
ministry. If this were true, he had cejised to be a member of 
the Association, by ceasing to be a clergyman, — and they had 
no right to pass any vote respecting him. 

But if it was not true that he was deposed, the vote clearly 
was a libel. And is it true or not that he was deposed, or was 
he only suspended? There were members of that council 
who, even on the one-sided evidence produced to them, would 
not agree to the result, — and others, who did so agree, did it, as 
they have testified on the stand here, only on tlie supposition 
that the decision was, in effect and amount, only one of tempo- 
rary suspension. You have heard Dr. Burgess's testimony on 

22* 
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thisS point, that **' he knew the sentence was only one of suspcn* 
sion." But the final declaratory record of the Association, in 
1849, wherein the word deposed is stricken out, and SMpen^led 
is substituted, is conclusive evidence that in their reconsidered 
and amended opinion, Mr. Fairchild was suspended only from 
his office as a preacher of the gospel. As a corollary froiu 
this fact, that he was sus[)ended and not deposed, it is apparent 
that the real intent and meaning of the vote of the council 
was, that they did not believe him guilty of this charge. Had 
they so believed^ they were bound in duty to the churciics and 
to the community to depose him at once; and they would liavo 
been infamous had they not done so. But taking the vote as a 
sentence of suspension mitil another tribunal had decided on 
the question of guilt or inno<!ence, — all the action of the coun- 
cil is consistent with their duty, and also with the view enter- 
tained by these reverend ger^tlemen themselves in July, 1849, 
when the record of the Association was reviewed and recon.>id- 
ered. 

But again, I urge that aAer the acquittal by the jury, the 
Suffolk South Association had no right to retain \x\\o\\ their 
records that vote, whether it were actually true or not, that the 
Exeter Council had pronounced him guilty upon the evidence 
before it. 

Mr. Fairchild's case had been adjudged by an ecclesiastical 
council ; they had passed a conditional sentence, dependent on 
the verdict of anotiier tribunal ; that tribunal liad pronounced 
him innocent, and I say that the acquittal, after such investiga- 
tion and trial, takes away from the Association all presumption 
of right to continue tiiat injurious vote uiK)n their books. There 
is ample proof that they were in full possession of all the cir- 
cumstances; but instead of doing what they ought to have 
done, they went still further in adding a new charge, which ag- 
gravated and intensified the origuml libel, accusing Mr. Fair- 
child in July or October, 1849, of falsehood, in persisting in the 
denial of his guilL Wliere is all this to end .'' Here is a man 
accused of crime. lie denies the charge. He is solicited by 
all the force of love and friendship to confess the matter, if he 
be guilty, and submit himself to the discipline of tlie church. 
He still denies. He is tried by a jury of his fellow-citizens, 
and pronounced innocent What, then, does this Association 
do? Tliey turn round upon him, and deliberately accuse him 
of falsehood, in persisting in his denial of a charge, of which 
he has already been acquitted by the veixlict of twelve impar- 
tial and unprejudiced men ! It is a wanton, gross, and unjusti- 
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fiable aggravation of the original libel, indefensible on any prin- 
ciple of law, even as stated by the counsel for the defendant 
themselves. For Mr. Fairchild was no longer a member of the 
Association. They had long before expelled him. But now, 
gratuitously, and without any object to be accomplished which 
could by any possibility bring their action within any rule of 
privilege, they republish and reassert the original defamation 
in an aggravated form. 

In November, 1 845, a regular and most respectable ecclesi- 
astical council, declaring Mr. Fairchild to be in regular stand- 
ing, installed him as the pastor of a church at South Boston. 
And I submit that the action of this South Boston council, 
installing him and recognizing him as an established member of 
the clergy, ought to have been satisfactory to this clerical asso- 
ciation, — and that having once submitted to and recognized 
the authority of that council, by presenting to it a remonstrance, 
in the handwriting of the defendant himself, against the in- 
stallation of the piaintiif, they are precluded from denying it 
now. 

That remonstrance, with the reasons upon which it was 
founded, was duly considered, and conclusively answered by 
the council. And it is a noticeable fact, that the members of 
the Association who signed it, placed their objections to the action 
of the council not upon any alleged proof of the piaintiif 'a 
guilt, but upon the ground of inexpediency, arising out of the 
relations then subsisting between him and his clerical brethren 
in the city of Boston. If it were true, or if they believed it to 
be true, that the piaintiif had been proved guilty of seduction, 
adultery, and falsehood, why did they not set that forth in their 
remonstrance, as a decisive and conclusive barrier against his 
readmission to the ministry ? 

Now let us look a moment at the result of the Exeter Coun- 
cil It was in July, 1844, that that body finally passed a vote 
declaring, in Mr. Fairchild's case, " the council feel compelled 
to express their deep conviction that Mr. Fairchild cannot be 
innocent in this matter, and that unless he can present a clearer 
vindication of himself before some trihujial more competent than 
ourselves to compel the attendance of witnesses, and the utter- 
ance of all the truth, and till such act be done, he ought not, and 
§0 far as our decision goes, does not, longer hold the place of a 
minister in the church of Christ." 

Till such act be done ! Did they mean by this language 
in their vote to say that Mr. Fairchild was a guilty man, or was 
this the result arrived at by doubting minds ? The referees 
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will judge. But what said the Suffolk South Association? In 
their records of 1845 is the vote declaring " that the crimes of 
seduction and adultery had heen charged and proved against 
Mr. Fairchild before this very Exeter Council, and that more- 
over he had added to those offences the other crime of fjilse- 
hood, by persisting in denying his guilt." 

Now, what import is to be attached to the expression, " cannot 
be innocent in this matter ? " I submit that the phrase, as it 
stands in the result of the council, expresses their conviction or 
behef of some unspecified delinquency, — cautiously avoiding 
saying what that was, either in kind or degree, and virtually 
forbidding the erroneous construction placed upon the language 
by the Association, and therefore of necessity insisted on by the 
defence. Clearly, the language does admit, without violence 
either to its terras or its spirit, a less offensive, or at least a more 
limited and lenient construction than the Association put upon 
it And they, of all men in the world, were bound by their 
Christian office and their relations to the plaintiff, to construe it 
in the most favorable way. May I .be paidoned for suggesting 
that it argues discreditably to their disposition, that they chose 
to affix the most harsh meaning to the vote of the council, when 
an alternative more charitable was at hand. "When, therefore, 
the council express their " deep conviction that Mr. Fairchild 
cannot be innocent in this matter," etc., it is tantamount to saying 
this ; — " though Mr. Fairchild may not be guilty of the crimes 
specified in the complaint ; though we may yet entertain doubts 
as to the extent of his guilt ; though we feel our incompetency 
to afford him the due means for his clearer vindication in re- 
gard to those matters, and hope he may yet have the opportu- 
nity before some more competent tribunal, to purge his charac- 
ter of those specified charges ; — yet, in the scope of our inquiry 
in the "broad matter that has been laid before us, in the entire 
course of our proceedings, if there is found some impropriety, 
some delinquency, we feel compelled to express our deep con- 
viction that he cannot be innocent in this matter — that he is 
not wholly blameless." Such, I take it to be, is the fair con- 
struction of the tenor of the result ! 

The reasons of the council, plainly given, were sensible, sub- 
stantial, valid reasons. They were, that the testimony was im- 
perfect ; that the evidon(r(i was defective ; that the witnesses 
were not produced beibre them because of the want of power in 
the council to compel attendance ; and that witnesses who were 
present refused to tell the whole truth. The-c were the very 
best of all reasons for doubt and indecision on the great and 
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chief matters in question. In their result, the council Tirtually 
admit that these imperfections and defects did exist, and that, 
but for these defects, — which neither the plaintiff nor the other 
side could remedy, but which might be remedied before a tribu- 
nal more competent to elicit tlie truth, his innocence of the 
charge brought against him might be established, his character 
clearly vindicated, and his restoration to the»ministry assured. 

Taking, then, the fair and natural view, that the result of 
the Exeter Council was a suspension, and not a deposition: 
taking the sober second thought of the council itself to that 
effect, as appears by the language of that decision, — what had 
the plaintiff a right to demand of the Suffolk South Associa- 
tion ? Most certainly he was entitled, by every consideration 
and upon every ground, to call for the rescission of that inju- 
rious and slanderous vote which he demands here to-day. Had 
lie not taken that course, he miglit well have followed the sug- 
gestion of his friend, Mr. Hayward, and retired to Michigan, 
iliere to seek a hiding-place, and that " boundless contiguity of 
£hade " which the learned counsel speaks of. That would have 
l>een the course of one who was conscious that he was justly 
accused ; — but it was not his, nor would have been that of any 
other innocent man. No ! His language was this — "I will 
go back, under the advice of my counsel, and show up the na- 
ture of this evidence, and expose the falsity of these charges 
against my character ; I will manifest my innocence in the most 
iiatisfactory, if not the only way, and I will still continue to labor 
in my Master's work ! " He does establish his innocence : for 
lie goes before a jury, and they acquit him. What then ? He 
asks this Association to expunge from its records the false pre- 
amble and vote, passed upon him without his knowledge and in 
the very teeth of the facts ; and how is he met ? They tell him 
in the first place that they cannot rescind the vote till he has 
been restored to his standing in the church by the council 
which suspended him. "What power had he to reassemble the 
council ? There was no special provision made for its reassem- 
bling, and therefore, as has already been shown, it was almost 
universally regarded by its former members as a defunct body. 
Certainly the plaintiff could take no effectual means to revive 
it. But what say the moderator and the scribe of that Exeter 
Council? Here is their declaratioii, signed by their own 
hands : — 

" Should another tribuncU elicit new facts and put a new face upon things 
more favorable to Mr. Fairchild, none will more gladly hail the light than 
those who hare now felt constrained to vote against him. Should evi- 
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dence be produced effecting: his entire exculpation, and setting^ him fbrA 
to the world as an innocent man, they would haste, with unutterable joT, 
to reverse their present tlecision, and reckon him again among the faithfol 
ministers of Jesus. But, till this be done, they abide by the act they have 
passed. 

The subscribers consider themselves as expressing the views of the 
council in these remarks. 

Daniel Dana, Moderator, 
L. F. DiMMiCK, Scribe." 

Well, this ver}' course was taken. He went before another 
tribunal, submitted liimself to trial, and was acquitted on the 
merits of the case. Why did not, then, these reverend gentle- 
men ** haste, with unutterable joy, to reverse their decision," — 
or, if the Exeter Council was no lon«^cr in existence, to tadse 
measures for holding a new one of equal authority ? They did 
nothing of the kind. After that other tribunal had passed upon 
the matter, and established Mr. Fairchild's innocence, it is true 
that he did go to Dr. Dana and consult with him on this point. 
Dr. Dana appeared willing personally, but meanwhile he had 
been led to entertain doubts as to his power, and as to any fur- 
ther existence or power of that council. But, afterwards, there 
was another one held — the installing council at South Boston 
— wliiih, on the ground of the plaintiff's triumphant vindica- 
tion before the jury, as connected with the result of the council 
at Exeter, declared him " in good standing as a minister of the 
gospel.'' 

And if a council, composed as that was, — remonstrated with 
as that was, — should still see fit to go on and demonstrate the 
confidence of its members in Mr. Fairchild*s moral purity by 
installing him over one of their churches, — surely it became 
the duty of this Suffolk Association so far to entertain some 
doubt of the infallibility of their own judgment, — an infalli- 
bility beyond that claimed by Rome and the Vatican, — as at 
least to lake from their records this foul and slanderous charge 
against a brother in the church, and a cruelly injured fellow 
man. Or if that were asking too much of them, they might at 
least have done away with the declaratory power of the vote, 
which asserts that Mr. Fairchild had been proved guilty of 
these scandalous crimes. Had ihey even done that, there would 
have been some little grace in it; — but no, they could not even 
do that; — they could not content themselves with the expulsion 
of the i)laintifF from the Association (and, as I have before 
stated, he had, and has no wish to be restored to fellowdhip in 
it), but must go on deliberately to reaffirm the offensive lan- 
guage ; to fix the stigma indelibly upon his character ; and 
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worse still, to aggravate the injury by the additional charge that 
he was guilty of the gross crime of continued fabchood in per- 
sisting in denying the original charge up to that period. 

But, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, let us now inquire what 
possible justification there can be for the gross verbal slander 
uttered upon the plaintiff by the defendant, at the meeting of 
the Association in 1849 ? Where was the occasion for it, if 
the other allegations were true, and if, as claimed, there were 
sufBcient ecclesiastical reasons for excluding the j)laintiff, and 
refusing to rescind the vote ? I agree, that had the plaintiff 
been seeking readmission into the Association, and had the de- 
fendant known, or been satisfied, that he was guilty of having 
h%i a loathsome and a criminal disease, he might have commu- 
nicated what he knew to his brethren, and would have been 
protected in so doing. But the plaintiff was before them for 
the single and simple purpose of procuring a rescission of that 
calumnious vote. That was the single question, as Rev. Mr. 
Dwight has testified. And thereupon the defendant, referring 
to a scroll which he held, spoke of it as containing evidence 
that Dr. Ilayward had stated that Mr. Fairchild did have the 
disease in question ; on which Mr. Dwight remarked that if so, 
it was ver}' ditlerent from what Dr. Ilayward had told him ; — 
on which the defendant, as a clinching and conclusive reason, 
gave this medical story, — two of the members protesting 
against it as libellous, lie had no privilege so to do for this 
purpose, upon the extremest ground of privilege taken by his 
counsel, and that being the case, he was bound, in order to jus- 
tify himself, to prove the truth of the statement; to show that, 
in fact, the i)laintiff did have the venereal disease. The learned 
counsel for the defence, to do them justice, do not pretend to 
rely on the fact that the story was true ; and therefore, if the 
plea of privilege be set aside, there is no ground of defence left. 
Now I undertake to say, not only that the story was false, but 
that the reverend defendant had no reason whatever to believe 
it to be true ; on the contrary, he had every reason for believ- 
ing otherwise. What evidence is tiiere that Dr. Ilayward 
ever said he declined to attend Mrs. Fairchild on that account ? 
None has been produced. And I further undertake to say, if 
necessar}' to show malice, that the whole manner in which the 
disgusting story was got up, and the use which was made of it, 
are quite sufficient of themselves, even if the matter were a 
privileged one, to establish that degree of actual malice which 
the law requires to be proved. Why, what did he do ? This 
meetmg was held in July, 1849, and they had on or before this 
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made some inquiry into this same matter. They met at New- 
ton, and afterwards the business was further discussed here. 
On both occasions the defendant was present, and declared that 
Dr. Hayward had assured him he still remained of the same 
opinion as to Mr. Fairchild's disease. According to Deacon 
Drake, too, the defendant returned to him the letter of Mr. Pat- 
ton, with the assurance that Dr. Hayward reaffirmed every 
word of the charj^e contained in that letter. Now the defend- 
ant went to Dr. i lay ward about the time ^s correspondence 
was published, — the responsibility of the publication being 
shared by some of the best men in Mr. Fairchild's parish,— 
and the eifect of the publication was to stimulate the defendant 
to give publicity to this medical story, or medical fact, as it^s 
falsely called. Accordingly it was prepared by the reverend 
defendant and Rev. Mr. McClure, under the superintendence 
of the latter. The learned counsel attempts to justify the pub- 
lication, on the ground that it was called for by the plaintiff*, or 
his friends. But did they publish what was called for ? Did 
they publish the whole of Kev. JVfr. Patton's letter to Deacon 
Dnike ? No, but a garbled extract from it, suppressing even 
the name of the physician, when that name was distinctly called 
for, — when the reason for asking it was given, — when, without 
the name, that physician could make no reply, and when his 
reply was the express and sole ground for requesting the 
letter. And subsequently, when his attention was called to it, 
Dr. Hayward assured the defendant that the extract, as pub- 
lished, was a gross perversion of his remarks. Dr. Hayward*8 
testimony is, that the defendant called on him in January, 1847, 
and this ' Medical Fact " was published in February of the 
same year, according to Mr. McClure. Now let us see what 
Dr. Hay ward's deposition is, as taken in April, 1847. I quote 
portions of Dr. Hayward*s answers, with such of the interrogar 
tories as are essential to an understanding of this matter. 

Had Mr. Fairchild at that time been known to be a licen- 
tious man, should you have doubted that the disease was gonor- 
rhoea? 

Ans, I might have dovhted^ although it would then have been 
much more probable that it was gonorrhoea. 

This case occurred in March, 1833, and Mr. Fairchild, tm- 
der the treatment which I adopted^ recovered as rapidly as pa- 
tients usually do under similar difliculties. I never entertained 
a suspicion of the improper nature of the disease from that time 
until the summer of 1844. About that time I was at a medical 
club, when it was mentioned by one of the company that it wms 
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Stated in the Mercantile Journal^ that Mr. Fairchild bad com- 
mitted suicide at Exeter. It was further stated that this was 
owing to a discovery of something about his licentious practices, 
or something to that effect. I cannot now state precisely what. 
I expressed my surprise at this, and stated that I had never 
known or heard any thing unfavorable to his character, having 
been his family physician, and acquainted with him for a num- 
ber of years. Then one of the company said that he had been 
guilty of these practices for a long time, and stated some cir- 
cumstance to show that he had been guilty of them. Upon this 
I remarked tXmt if this were true^ ^v. Fairchild probably had 
gonorrhoea some years ago, when I attended him for iniiamma- 
tion of the bladder. 

Please state whether you have ever seen any symptoms of 
gonorrhoea when you knew no other disease existed but inflam- 
mation of the bladder? 

Ans* Yes, sir, I have. 

AVill you please state in detail what took place when Mr. 
Fairchild called upon you from the time when he first came, 
what he said ; and, in fact, all that passed up to the time of his 
cure* 

Ans. Mr. Fairchild called upon me, and consulted me. I do 
not remember at this distance of time, whether it was at my 
house or his own. He stated that he had a severe affection of 
the urinary organs ; that was the amount of it. I don't remem- 
ber what terms he used. He attributed it to getting wet and 
taking cold coming up from Newburyport. He spoke of it un- 
concernedly, as oi any other complaint. At my second inter- 
view, I spoke to Mr. Fairchild, and he replied as stated by me 
in my direct examination. His reply disarmed all my suspicion, 
and I banished it from my mind, and I thought I had made a 
mistake : and I never recurred to it again, until as above stated 
in 1844. The complaint was freely spoken of by him, and no 
secret made of it in the family ; and I recollect particularly that 
when I ordered leeches, Mr. Blasland, the apothecary, procured 
and applied them. 

AVhen Mr. Fairchild came to you did he affect secrecy at all? 
or did he make any request of secrecy on your part at any 
time? 

Ans, He did not ; nor ever made the least allusion of the kind. 

Did you ever see, hear, or know any thing which would lead 
you to think Mr. Fairchild other than a pure-minded man, ex- 
cept the remarks which may have been made to you by others 
H^^aking against him ? 

»3 
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Ans. No, I never did. 

Was not your remark at the medical club, in relation to Mr. 
Fairchild, based wholly and solely upon tlie positive and per- 
haps vehement statements of others to the effect that without 
doubt Mr. Fairchild was or had for a long time been guilty of 
licentious practices? 

A71S. Yes, sir : it was so. 

Have you not found such symptoms in patients when it was 
impossible that they should have arisen from an impure connec- 
tion ? 

Ans. Yes, sir. Impossible is a very strong word. But I 
mean where I had not the slightest doubt, and where I had no 
reason to doubt, as in children, and in some instances in men. 

Enough has been quoted from that offensive docu- 
ment to let the reader see the miry foundation on which 
Dr. Adams stood when he was so busily employed in 
propagating that slander about me, and from the ju»t 
penalty of which he sought and found protection behind 
the statute of limitations ! That part of the deposition 
which states the fact of Dr. Adams having brought Dr. 
Hayward the letter of Mr. Patton, and from which he 
erased and struck out in various places with his pencil 
whatever was objectionable, I have already quoted and 
commented on in another chapter. 

Now, may it please the referees, I submit that it is clear 
from the whole of the testimony of Dr. Hayward, that the de- 
fendant had ascertained from him previous to the publication of 
the letter, that certain corrections ought to be made before it 
was printed, and that he is therefore responsible for the false 
statements it contained. Mr. McClure says he adopted every 
suggestion made by the defendant except one, and therefore, if 
he be not res|)onsible for the whole of the publication, he clearly 
is so for these misrepresentations of Dr. Hayward's statements. 
It is said in the lotter as published, that the doctor found no f«- 
Jlanimation^ bui the usual signs of gonorrhcea. Dr. Hayward cor- 
rected the statement, declaring that he didUnd inflammation, with 
some o/'the symptoms of that disease. He also struck out the 
assertion that he still privately believed as at firsts as well as all 
the remainder of the letter. Dr. Hayward's' testimony tlirougli* 
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oat is perfectly consistent and straightforward. He states all 
tlie way tiirough that the symptoms were equivocal; that they 
might have been produced by a criminal connection ; but, on 
the other hand, that they might bp exhibited in the case of the 
purest and most virtuous man living. And what construction 
is to be put on the fact that Mr. Fairchild*s case showed these 
equivocal symptoms ? The harshest possible ? Is that the rule 
of Christian charity or common justice ? It was not Dr. Ilay- 
ward's rule ; for how did he treat his patient ? For gonorrhoea ? 
no, — but in a mode he never would have dared to adopt had 
that been the disease. He says further, — that even had Mr. 
Fairchild been known to be a licentious man, he might have 
doubted as to the character of his malady. And he never en- 
tertained a suspicion of the improper nature of the disease after 
the plaintiff's assurance to him ; and it was not till he heard the 
positive and repeated assertions of JMr. Fairchild's known and 
long continued guilty practices, that he said that the disease was 
then probably the gonorrhoea. And now I ask the referees, in 
all fairness, to judge of Dr. Hayward*s opinion expressed under 
such circumstances, and to say whether it is not the most cruel 
and pitiless persecution, at this distant day, to attempt to sub- 
stantiate from it the infamous charge contained in this so 
iiaXlQii Medical Fact All the circumstances, — the concurrent 
testimony of numberless medical authorities, that the purest 
person in the world is liable to exhibit the same symptoms, — 
Dr. Hay ward's statement of the case of another patient of his 
whom he knew to be an innocent man, and who was yet simi- 
larly affected, — his treatment of Mr. Fairchild, — the fact that 
no concealment was attempted or thought of by my client, — 
that he made no secret of his complaint, but went openly to his 
family pltysician^ — that he informed his wife of his trouble, 
and whiat it was, — that the remedies, the leeches ordered by 
the physician, were applied by the family apothecary, — all 
these uncontradicted circumstances conclusively show a con- 
sciousness of innocence on the plaintiff's part which he could not 
have manifested hjid he really been tlie subject of a criminally 
contracted disease. 

Yet, here is a man, a clergyman of the church of Christ, 
pursued and hunted down without remorse, upon a charge 
which was not only false, but which those who pursued him 
with it had every reason to believe to be unfounded and un- 
true. 

More still, — his whole life has been ransacked for the dis- 
covery of every little departure from the strictest morality 
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from which the best of us are not wholly exempt, — but with a 
want of success, which ought to silence forever the tongue of 
slander. I question whether there be one, even amongst these 
reverend gentlemen themselves, whose past life, if raked and 
sifted from boyhood up, as that of the plaintifTs has been, 
would not need a more charitable judgment than they have 
vouchsafed to him. 

The defendant cannot escape the responsibility of that infa- 
mous publication, the " Medical Fact." He does not attempt to 
deny his knowledge of it beforehand ; a fact conclusively 
proved by the testimony of Mr. McClure. No less conclusive 
is the evidence that he had ample proof to satisfy a fair and 
unprejudiced mind of the utter worthlessness and falsity of the 
story. That most clearly appears from Dr. Hayward's whole 
deposition, — from the letter itself, with the alterations distinctly 
pointed out; from the certificate of Dr. Hay ward, containing 
the substance of his letters to the plaintiff, which were exhibited 
to the defendant, and from Deacon Drake's letter to Dr. Hay- 
ward, — the last document attached to the deposition which art- 
fully but unsuccessfully concludes with a monitory admonition 
to Dr. Hayward, not to deny the false version of his conversa- 
tion contahied in the pamphlet. 

All this was before the publication of the " Medical Fact," 
and the defendant knew of it all. If not, where is the perti- 
nency of the argument that the publication was not malicious 
in itself, because it was in answer to a call for the letter as it 
was originally written, and not for the corrected copy? But 
the call was for the whole letter, and not the garbled extracts, 
suppressing Dr. Hay ward's name, and thereby preventing every- 
body else from ascertaining the falsehood of that, which the 
plaintiff himself had found to be untrue. The terms in which 
the publication of the letter is called for are plain enough : — 

I read from the published correspondence, page 42, note: — 
" Since writing the above, a copy of Mr. Patton's letter has 
been put into our hands. Wo are now more anxious than ever 
that Deacon Drake should publish it And we renew the as- 
surance that no civil prosecution shall be commenced against 
him for so doing by us or our pastor. But we give him no 
such assurance, if he continues to show it privately to indi- 
viduals. We advise him to cease at once from that plan of 
operation to injure Mr. Faircliild. Deacon Drake has no more 
right to put into the hands of others, or to read to them in prl 
vate, a false and libellous letter, though written by another, 
than if it were written by himself. And we now tell him (and 
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we know what we say) that every time he shows that letter, or 
repeats its contents to another, he is guilty of bearing false wit- 
ness against his neighbor. We consent to its publication, 
because Dr. Ilayward will then be called upon in justice to 
himself as well as to Mr. Fairchild, to point out its falsehoods, 
and tell the true story to the world, as he has already told it to 
many persons who have called on him for information." 

But there is one avowal on the part of the Rev. witness, 
Mr. McClure, respecting the publication of this pamphlet, 
which settles the question of the defendant's motives, and gives 
its true character to the whole transaction. For what pur- 
pose, — with what object was it concocted and published ? 

This witness testifies, that it was prepared and published in 
the expectation that Mr. Fairchild would institute a prosecution 
for a libel, and then they could prove its truth in justification, 
l)y compelling Dr. Hayward to testify upon his oath. And 
that the defendant recommended the withholding of certain 
other evidence, as it could be used with more effect upon such a 
prosecution. But a prosecution against whom ? Themselves ? 
Oh no, — Deacon Drake was to be the scapegoat to encounter 
the perils of the law ; and so his name was affixed to the docu- 
onents which the defendant evidently designed should operate as 
the death-warrant of the plaintiff as to his character and stand- 
ing in the ministry, and even in decent society. The plot, how- 
ever, did not succeed ; but Dr. Hayward has testified, and we 
liave the result. 

Now, what a specimen of high-toned Christian morality does 
this transaction exhibit ? Will the Rev. defendant undertake to 
justify it? Will he s;iy that it was just and right towards Mr. 
Fairchild, — even supposing him to be the guiltiest man in the 
-world ? Was it in the spirit of their gentle Master that these 
two clerical gentlemen " took sweet counsel together " to draw 
the plaintiff into a trap ? Why, Mr. Chairman, if any two 
members of our profession were detected in such a scheme, it 
ivould as effectually consign them to Coventry, as if they had 
committed forgery or picked a pocket. And if this be the 
principle and practice of modern Orthodox Congregationalism 
amongst its teachers, it is no exaggeration to say that the grad- 
Tiates of St. Omers have found some formidable rivals in their 
own tactics, among their Protestant brethren. 

Another fact of similar complexion is disclosed by the testi- 
mony. The defendant states, in March, that something very 
important is soon to come out which will settle the question of 
Mr. Fairchild's criminality. But that important something, as 

23* 
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Mr. McClure testifies, proved to be an abortion. The defendant 
writes to a lady in Pittston, Mrs. Jewett, to obtain the particu* 
lars of some alleged intercourse between plaintiff in his youth, 
more than thirty years ago, and a young lady with whom he 
was then supposed to be intimate. Now, if a man's whole life 
from boyhood to old age, is thus to be raked over in search of 
boyish indiscretions, — then God help all of us. But what sat- 
isfaction did the defendant get? Mrs. Jewett replies to him, 
that she knew nothing, and never had known any thing what- 
ever, against Mr. Fairchild's moral character, as she certainly 
must have known, had these accusations been founded in fact, 
yet still the Rev. defendant is not content. He writes a second 
letter, telling her that she ciin have no doubt of the great wick- 
edness of Mr. Fairchild, and insisting, under a promise to keep 
her name secret, that she knows something which it is her duty 
to the church to disclose ; to which she again replies with more 
emphasis than before, that she knew of nothing against him. 
Baffled and foiled in his attempt to find matter of accusation 
against his brother, the Reverend defendant, — instead of going 
to Dr. Burgess, Mr. Smith, the members of his own church, 
and others, among whom had been scattered these ambiguous 
voices respecting this Pitt^^ton story, and acquainting them with 
the contradiction of it, — he keeps his mouth sealed, — suffers 
the calumny to go on and produce whatever impression it 
may, — and actively aids in the publication of this " Me<lical 
Fact." Do not all these circumstances prove the actual malice 
entertained by the defendant towards Mr. Fairchild ? if, indeed, 
we ought not to adopt another scarcely more creditable suppo- 
sition, — that he had so far and so ccwnpletely committed him- 
self to a determined hostility to the plaintiff, that, in the stub- 
bornness of his nature, his mind and heart had been effectually 
hardened against all impressions that did not deepen his original 
conviction of the plaintiff's guilt. 

The defendant's unrelenting persistency in endeavoring to 
impress upon the minds of o theirs a belief in the plaintiff's great 
wickedness, when there can be no pretence that the defendant 
was in the discharge of any legal or moral duty, is shown by a 
class of facts which I can only glance at in passing, without 
commenting upon them as they deserve. 

Of this class is the testimony of Mr. Tracy to the conversa- 
tion of the defendant with him in the cars : volunteered, as he 
states, by the defendant to one who was a stranger to the plain- 
tiff, and not a member of the defendant's church or congrega- 
tion, — that " the plaintiff was bj^4 enough to go out of the 
Wprld with a lie upon his lips." 
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To Mrs. Jordan, also, he represented "the plaintiff's moral 
character as the worst of any person's he ever knew." He said 
to her, that he could not grant a letter to a church under a man 
of such a character, and that his impression was, that in six 
months' time, something would come out against Mr. Fairchild 
worse than any thing yet, and she would heartily thank him for 
refusing a letter. He said that when this matter did come out, 
Mr. Fairchild's church would dwindle away, and not he known 
as a church. She, it is true, was a member of the defendant's 
church ; and it has been said here, that it was his duty to keep 
his flock from the wolf. But had he discharged that duty? 
Mrs. Jordan says, that when she reminded him that he had 
known of her attending upon Mr. Fairchild's preaching for 
more than six months, and had passed her door three or four 
times a week, without even warning her of the danger she was 
in from the influence of such a person as he described the plain- 
tiff to be, his reply was, that *' he was not responsible for the 
places of worship which the members of his church chose to 
frequent. They went where they pleased." No ; it was only 
when they desired to connect themselves with the plaintiff's 
church, and to leave his own, that the defendant felt bound to 
warn them of their danger. 

Of the same character are the statements of the reverend 
defendant in his church meetings, as testified to by Messrs. 
Williams and Lane. Mr. Williams says that Mr. Adams stated 
that there would be some developments in relatioq to the early 
history of Mr. Fairchild, and that there were certain documents 
to be published which, when seen, would convince those to whom 
he was speaking, that Mr. Fairchild was the guiltiest man that 
walked the streets of Boston. 

Mr. Lane's testimony is much the same. He says, that Mr. 
Adams stated, that he had rather resign his pastoral office, than 
sign a letter of recommendation to Mr. Fairchild's church. He 
spoke of a communication made on shipboard, which had been 
conveyed to him by letter, and which, when published, would 
place Mr. Fairchild's guilt in such a light, that others would 
believe as well as he ; but that he should not be instrumental in 
its publication. How far his instrumentality was concerned in 
its publication, is evinced by the getting up of the " Medical 
FacL" 

Rev. Mr. Winslow, who is not a member of the defendant's 
church, nor of the same clerical association, testifies to a conver- 
sation he had with him, in which he said to Mr. Adams, that as 
Mr. Fairchild had been acquitted by a higher tribunal than the 
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ecclesiastical council, the hand of fellowship should now be 
extended to him; to which Mr. Adams replied that he was of a 
different opinion, and would rather resign his office than sign a 
letter of dismission and recommendation to Mr. Fairchild's 
church. 

Rev. Dr. Gilbert testifies that some of his parishioners had 
expressed a wish that he would exchange with Mr. Fairchild, 
and that he consulted Mr. Adams on the subject, and that Mr. 
Adams said to iiim, perhaps, before you do that, you will wish 
to go to the Register of Deeds' office, and see Mr. Hay ward's affi- 
davit. I asked why it wjis there recorded. He said it referred 
to a bad disease of Mr. Fairchild's. And although the witness 
did not go to examine the affidavit, this information from the 
reverend defendant was quite enough to prevent him from pro- 
posing an exchange with the plaintiff. 

Of the same character was the defendant's conversation with 
Col. Vinson, whose clear, decided, and intelligent manner of tes- 
tifying to the circumstances under which the plaintitf denied all 
intercourse with Rhoda Davidson, renders it difficult to see how 
the defendant could have supposed he meant to make a distinc- 
tion between criminal intercourse and the paternity of the child. 
Col. A^inson's attention was directed to this very distinction, — 
and lie swears that the plaintiff's denial was as prompt, and as 
comprehensive, as innocence could conceive, or language ex- 
press. There was one remark of the defendant testified to by 
Col. Vinson, to which I wish to call the particular attention of 
the referees, when they are considering the question of the de- 
fendant's motives: " Dr. Adams said, even if he were innocent 
it would be hard to make t/te people believe it.** May we not, in 
tliis remark, find a key to the motives which prompted his 
whole subsequent conduct towards the plaintiff? And it is 
enough for me to say that this moral cowardice which could 
balance the world's opinion against the rights of a brother and 
the cause of truth, might well be the parent of a cruel and piti- 
less persecution. 

It was my purpose to have commented more at length than I 
am able to do, upon the important testimony of Mr. Hayward. 
1 can find no possible mode of reconciling it with the ground 
now taken by the defence with respect to the defendants mo- 
tives. Mr. Ebenezer Hay waixl swears, that upon two occasions, 
in the autumn of 1844, the reverend defendant assured him 
that ** if the plaintifi* would return from Exeter to Boston and 
take his trial, and was acquitted by a jury of his country and 
the laws of the hind, his pulpit should be open to kimJ' Thest 
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doi'laraliuii-, 1j»' it rriu('iiiI>«'i-<-(l, woe niadc ntU-r lie had dv- 
nouiicfd him as *- hell," Jiiul tis " more licentious thiui Aaron 
Kurr." Well, the plaintiff did return, — took his trial, and was 
accjuittcd, as Mr. Bond, a most intelligent member of the jury 
testifier?, not upon any technical ground, but upon the merits of 
the case, becau!>e the jury believed him to be, not only legally 
but morally innocent. And the manner in which the defendant 
has redeemed his pledge has been, not as he had promised, — 
not as he had repeatedly and solemnly assured my client that he 
would do, by opening his own pulpit to him, but by making con- 
stant and unceasing efforts to close every other pulpit against 
him, — by refusing to dismiss meml>ers of his church upon 
their own urgent request, to that of the plaintiff, — by remon- 
strating against his installation, — by endeavoring to ])oison the 
public mind against him, and thus make his acquittal by a jury 
tantamount to a conviction, — and by holding out to the Rev. 
Dr. Woods the peril in which he was placing his own well-earned 
reputation, as first among the Orthodox clergy of New England, 
if h(f yielded to his conviction of Christian duty, and ventured 
to aid in the plaintiff's installation. In what honorable contrast 
to the spirit exhibited by the defendant, was that of this learned 
and venerated member of the church of Christ. No palti-y i'ear 
of the world's censorious and unjust judgment could move him 
against his own judgment of what was due to an oppressed 
and persecuted friend. 

And now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, although I have 
quite exhausted the little strength with which I commenced this 
address to you, there are one or two unexpected topics which 
have been introduced into the defence, to which, before I close, 
I wish to ask your attention. We have all heard the repeated 
statements of the learned counsel as to the kindly manner in 
which this controversy has throughout been carried on by the 
defendant, and the friendly feelings which ever influenced him 
up to the time when he became convinced that it was his duty 
and the duty of the church to see to it, that the plaintiff was no 
longer continued in the ministry. It cannot be denied that a 
change did occur in Mr. Adams's feelings towards Mr. Fair- 
child. At any rate it is true that when such a change of feel- 
ing does occur between friends, — when the milk of human 
kindness does become so curdled, — there is no enemy like a 
former friend. 

" Earth has no curse like love to hatred turned ! " 

Ought not the reverend defendant to entertain some distrust 
as to Uie correctness of the course he has taken >vhen thus ex- 
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pojied to the danger of being guided by his resentments rather 
than by the trutli ? He does not know — he never can know, 
till the last great trial appointed for us all — how much his con- 
duct towards Mr. Fairchild has been influenced by tliat change 
in his feelings. In the note of page 52 of the pamphlet, 
"Iniquity Unfolded," thei'e is direct reference on Mr. Fair- 
child's part to the testimony of the defendant before the Exeter 
Council, and the defendant's own subsequent comments upon it. 
He says, " But I love Mr. Adams still. "We have taken sweet 
counsel together, and deeply sympathized with each other. He 
was my chosen preacher at my installation in Exeter, and I do 
trust that we shall yet meet in heaven, where he will be con- 
vinced, if not before, that his impressions were groundless. 
But while he remains in the flesh, and has around him a be- 
loved wife and children, I do fervently pray that his character 
and standing in the ministry may never be taken from him by 
false witnesses, or by any one testifying to his own impressions. 
It did seem to me at the time that he was reserved by my pros- 
ecutors as the last witness against me, to render my acquittal by 
the council hopeless. Whether so designed or not, such was 
the effect beyond all dispute. 

" I think it due to Mr. Adams to state that the morning after 
he had been testifying to his im[)ressions, he called on me. 
During our conversation he said, * I think I hurt myself more 
last evening than I did you; and I now say to you, don't 
despond. If the council should condemn you, and you are inno- 
cent, take courage. God will yet make a way for it to appear.* 
I then remarked, ' Brother Adams, how coidd you have misap- 
prehended me so? * He replied, ' Well, I think that your declara- 
tions, when you supposed yourself to be dying, ought to be set 
off against it.' And w-hen he arose to go, the last words he 
uttered, as he closed the door, were, ' Do write me, brother.* " 

Shortly after this, when Captain Tracy referred to the dying 
declarations of Mr. Fairchild, as proof of his innocence, the 
reverend defendant remarked that ** he was bad enough to go 
out of the world with a lie upon his lips." 

But now it is said by the leanied counsel that there was to be 
found reasonable provocation for the course pursued by his cli- 
ent, in the statements contained in the book of Mr. Fairchild, 
entitled " Correspondence," etc. That, however, is an insuffi- 
cient answer, for the same libellous statements were made before 
that publication aj)j)eared. They cc^rtainly were made to Dr. 
Burgess, if not to several others. It wjis a most strange decla- 
ration at the time, which the defendant made to Dr. BurgesSyOQ 
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seeing Mr. Fairchild i>ass, — "tliere goes hell," — and again, 
"there is nothing in the whole history of the amours of the 
licentious Aaron Burr worse than in the conduct of Mr. Fair- 
child." To get over the obvious inconsistency of remarks like 
these, with the positions now taken, they ende^ivor to throw a 
shade on Dr. Burgess's evidence, by holding him up as a friend 
to the plaintiff. He was called in the opening of the defence, a 
"compurgator," now he is a ** friend." Yes, I thank him, 
wherever he is, that he has remained a true and steadfast 
friend, through the severe and stern and sad storm of persecu- 
tion by which the plaintiff has been assailed. But it is a ques- 
tion of time only, and' the proof is, that these declarations were 
made by the defendant before the publication of the correspon- 
dence. 

I do not feel called upon to argue more at length those other 
matters which have been made the subjects of such elaborate 
discussion, and the theme of so much vituperative eloquence, 
by my distinguished friend, — the letter to Rhoda Davidson, — 
the payment of the money, — the distinction between paternity 
and intercourse, in the plaintifF^s denial of the charges made 
against him, and his silence when the defendant put the inquiry 
respecting his innocence. But I do call attention to the fact 
that all tliis has been most unfairly treated, both by the defend- 
ant and his counsel. They have cruelly misconstrued the 
whole. They ask why, if Mr. Fairchild were innocent, he did 
not take legal advice. We offered evidence that at that very 
time he did apply to Bradford Sumner, Esq., and would have 
flhown, had we been permitted, why he did not proceed to take 
legal steps towards the conspirators against him. But they ob- 
jected, and the evidence was not admitted. May I not say, 
therefore, with justice, that their subsequent course of comment 
and argument has been most harsh and unfair ? 

As to the point that the plaintiff did not deny the charge 
when the question was put to him by the defendant, I admit 
that if the inquiry was put as stated, and Mr. Fairchild delib 
irately declined to reply, — that fact might raise a grave doubt 
in the mind of the interrogator, which would require decisive 
proof of innocence to remove. 

Now, Col. Vinson declares that Mr. Fairchild had already, 
the day before, made a clear and explicit denial, not only of 
the paternity of the child, but of any criminal intercourse >vith 
the girl. That night the defendant went to South Boston, and 
upon his return apprised the plaintiff that a prosecution was im- 
pending over him. He had had no sleep for two or three 
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nights, and his nerves were completely unstrung. This terrible 
accusation was staring him in the face, and he believed his ene- 
mies were moving in the matter of his arrest When the letter 
to Khoda Davidson was shown to him, he unhesitatingly said, 
'* Yes, I wrote it; but wliere wa^ the first letter?" Mr. Adams 
replied that it iiad been destroyed. Mr. Fairchild immediately 
expressed his deep regret, for in that letter he had charged it 
home upon her as hard as he could, and if pnxluced and taken 
in connection with this, would liave afforded a simple and clear 
explanation of the language in the second. 

In the light thus reflected on the missing letter, is seen the 
true import of that misinterpreted and much abused statement 
in the second letter. " What has been done cannot be undone." 
Most evidently the plaintiff is speaking of her conduct, and not 
of his own. The language, in its connection, is restricted in its 
application to her conduct, and hers only. The plaintiff refers 
to her conduct as plainly in the past as in the future, and with- 
out a word implying or hinting at such a meaning jis has wan- 
tonly been tortured into it. And do not the circumstances l)0th 
warrant and require the restriction which the language iL^elf 
implies ? " What has been done cannot be undone." The 
plaintifTs having previously charged her with extorting money 
from him by false i)i*etences, and the fact that she was then the 
mother of an illegitimate child, furnish sufHoient scope for the 
plaintiff's remark, to say nothing of other offences for w^hich she 
had need of forgiveness. 

It seems, however, unnecessary to argue this matter any 
further, since the letter itself has already been submitted to 
another tribunal, and passed upon to the plaintifTs complete ex- 
culpation. But the learned counsel on the otiier side having, 
as I contend, very unfairly forced it into the present case, as 
well as many other things which have been adjudicated in 
another court, you will indulge me in a few words more of 
comment on this noted letter, especially since the counsel for 
the defence has asserted in his argument, that it proves my cli- 
ent to be a liar, and the instigator of falsehood in others. And 
how does he sustain this gnive charge ? He first quotes from 
the letter this expression: **If any question should ever be 
asked respecting the matter, I shall be ignorant of the whole 
subject, and so must you be." But would this necessarily be 
wrong ? To be ignorant, says an able commentator, must mean 
to appear ignorant of it ; and has not a man a right to appear 
ignorant of what would involve him in unjust suspicion, and 
perhaps utter, but undeserved ruin ? The laws of conscienco 
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do not bind a man to disclose all he knows. He may have and 
keep hU secrets, if he does not tell a falsehood in doing it. 

Again : the defendant's counsel endeavored to prove that the 
plaintiff had instructed others to lie, because he charged the girl 
and her father that, if any one should guess him, they were to 
clear him at once. To clear him from what? Why, evidently 
from being the father of the child. And if he was not the 
father, as he had affirmed from the beginning, they would only 
he telling the truth in clearing him. The idea that he urges them 
to tell a falsehood, assumes that he is the fatlier of the child. 
To say that he required them to acquit him at the expense of 
truth, is, first to pronounce him guilty, — a position which has 
not even been assumed in the present case. 

Again : the defendant says that when he put the inquiry as 
to his guilt or innocence, the plaintiff was calm and cool, read- 
ing a newspaper ; that he declined to answer, but turning to bis 
wife, said, the carriage had come, and it was time to go. 

How can the defendant, or any one else, know how calm and 
cool he was ? The evidence of Dr. Perry, as competent a judge 
as could be produced upon this point, shows, conclusively, that 
he was then on the verge of insanity, from which, within twenty- 
four hours of that interview with the defendant, he made the 
fearful plunge into an attempted suicide. ** As clear a case of 
insanity," says Dr. Perry, " as I ever witnessed." And this was 
a matter about which, with his great experience. Dr. Perry 
could not be deceived. 

In his letter to the defendant, on page 10 of the published cor- 
respondence, the plaintiff gave the following natural account 
of this matter : " You stated to the council at liixeter, that the 
next morning after you had read to me the papers containing 
the charges, you asked me, in the most solemn manner, to de- 
clare to you my innocence or guilt, and that I said nothing. 
And you further stated, that if I had then solemnly affirmed my 
innocence, you would have " stood by me to the death." But as 
I did not thus affirm it, your impressions were against me. I 
would here ask you, in all kindness, whether you can justify 
yourself in thus yielding to impressions, which are the most de- 
ceptive things imaginable? Just look at my circumstances at 
that time. I was then very greatly excited, — my nerves were 
unstrung, — I had not been able to sleep during two or three 
preceding nights, — I did not know but that an officer might ar- 
rest me on the spot, (for I was then wholly unaccjuainted with 
the forms of law in such cases,) — having in my possession no 
evidence by which I could impeach those witnesses, — with a 

24 
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mind (as events soon proved) in an incipient state of derange- 
ment, and wholly intent on one object ; and that was the arrival 
of the carriage to convey mie to the depot. Such was my con- 
dition when you say that you proposed to me the question. Can 
you wonder that I should have no distinct recollection of your 
asking me the question, or of any thing which then transpired? 
Besides, when you read to me the charges on tlie preceding day, 
in the presence of several witnesses, I had affirmed my inno- 
cence in the most unequivocal manner, and without any mental 
njservation whatever. Had I been perfectly calm and collected 
when you proposed the question the next morning, it is very 
j)robabie that I should have * answered you to never a word,' 
on the ground that one solemn asseveration ought to have satis- 
fied you, and that to press the matter any further was an im- 
plied distrust of my veracity, — an implication which, I doubt 
not, you would have felt, in like circumstances, as keenly as my- 
self." 

And how does the Rev. defendant reply to him ? I submit 
the fairness of this reply to the judgment of the referees. He 
says, on page 27, — " Now what do you think my opinion of 
you must have been, when I found you capable of saying in 
your pamphlet that when I stated to you the fears of the ref- 
erees, and you made no answer, you think a parallel case is to 
be found in the conduct of Jesus before Pontius Pilate, who 
* answered never a word, insomuch that the governor marvelled 
greatly,' — you, the innocent Jesus, and I your accuser, prose- 
cutor, and judge.. What opinion must 1 have had of you, on 
reading that paragraph, knowing all the facts as I did ? 

'^ But this was not worse in its impression on me than the 
reasons you assign for your silence. You were filled with in- 
dignant resentment, that you should be suspected of prevarica- 
tion! It was this which made you hold your peace as Jesus did 
before his impious heathen judge. You know, — I pay you 
know, — that, at that moment, you were not capable of enter- 
tiiining such feeling towards me and the other referees. 

" But in the next sentence you say that the reason why you 
did not speak was, you had passed two sleepless nights, — you 
were on the borders of derangement, — you feared an arrest,— 
were afraid the carriage might not come ; and in such a condi- 
tion of body and mind, it is not strange that you should not have 
had strength or presence of mind enough to reply to my sug- 
gestion. 

" Now, which of these two explanations is the true one, — the 
indignant resentment, or the prostration of your iK)wer of atten* 
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lion ? for you know that the two states of mind could not coex- 
is^t. Did you deliberately and purposely act like the injured 
Jesus, and hold your peace ? or were you so unstrung that you 
could not think, or feel, or act at all ? If you say the former, it is 
contradicted by your feelings of kindness and confidence towards 
me. If you say the latten how could you dare insinuate the 
former, and venture to use such a comparison ? If you say both, 
no one will believe you." 

Why, the latter is the true explanation. Rev. Interrogator ! 
It would almost seem to require, on the part of the reader, a 
wilful purpose to misconstrue and pervert a plain statement, to 
have given to it any other construction. 

If, indeed, the plaintiff had been as cool and self-collected as 
the defendant represented, after his solemn and explicit denial of. 
the charge, the repetition of the question by his friend the fol- 
lowing morning, might well have suggested to him the painful 
and distressing tliought that hi^ veracity was doubted ! Might 
he not have said to himself, in anguish of spirit, ** if my friend, in 
this hour of agony, fails me, then Heaven help me ; there is no 
one else 1 can look to, and nothing is left but despair ! " Or might 
he not feel justly indignant at the doubt and insult implied by 
the very question itself? Neither of these two states of feeling, 
in such circumstances, would have been unnatural or incredible. 
But such was not the plaintiff's condition. He was pros- 
trate, shattered, beaten to the earth by the weight»of a false ac- 
cusation, which he knew not then how to meet, and his expla- 
nation does not need a large measure of charity to give it cre- 
dence. 

The kindness and forbearance with which the counsel claims 
that this defence has been conducted towards the plaintiff, has 
been exemplified in the attempt to fasten upon him the author- 
ship of the anonymous letters offered in evidence. This attempt 
having utterly failed, you are now asked by tlie defendant's coun- 
sel to withdraw them from consideration. I trust that you will 
still consider them, so far at least as they tend to throw light on 
the spirit with which the plaintiff lias been pursued. What 
prompted the defendant to introduce them ? He had been my 
client's friend for years, — he knew his handwriting as well as 
he did his own, — and his mind and vision must indeed have 
been tortured and twisted by a jealousy unworthy of him, to 
have suggested for a moment that the plaintif!' was the autiior 
of those letters. But, fortunately, we had tiie power of control- 
ling this testimony of the experts. 3Iy learned friends having 
submitted those letters to my exauiination, the moment I exhib- 
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ited them to the plaintiff he recognized the handwriting. "Wo 
showed thoin to the author's son, residing in this city. He re- 
cognized them as his father's, and produced several from him, 
the handwriting of which was identical with these. 

IVIy associate at once caused a message to be telegraphed to 
Pliiladelphia, the residence of the Rev. Mr. Wells, the author 
of the h'tters, and he appeared on the stand before you, and ac- 
knowh^dged them to be his own. And now, among the many 
providences which have sustained the plaintiff through the sharp 
experiences of a chequered life, may he not regard this as one ? 
Sup|)o.se he had not recognized the writing, or could not have 
discovered the author, — the testimony of Messrs Gould and 
Smith, the experts, would have settled the matter, and the de- 
fence would have succeeded in the attempt to cast a last, a deep, 
but unfounded stain on the plaintiff's character. 

And now, Mr. Ciiairman and gentlemen, the case is in your 
hands. I regret, exceedingly, that my client has been subjected 
to the necessity of seeking my professional aid at all, and still 
more that I have been compelled to render it in a state of health 
unfit to do justice to his cause. I can only say, in conclusion, 
that he has come to you, under the advice of wise and learned 
counsel, to obtain a recognition of his just rights. It is true that 
your awanl in his favor cannot compel the defendant and his 
association to rescind their injurious and defamatory vote ; but 
it will be a declaration of your opinion that it was a needless 
and a cruel slander, the moral intiuence of which must lead to 
its rescission. And you can also award him such damages as will 
indemnify him for the expenses which he has been compelled to 
incur, in this last eflbrt to rescue his character from unmerited 
oblo(]uy, and to shield himself from a bitter and relentless per« 
secution 
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CHAPTER XXIV. 

The referees had listened to this powerful and con- 
vincing argument, and so had the spectators ; and, how- 
ever slight may have been the impression made by it on 
the minds of the former, the latter were deeply im- 
pressed, and fully persuaded, that if justice were done. 
Dr. Adams would not only be declared guilty, but 
mulct in heavy damages. There seemed to be but one 
voice as to the result among foes as well as friends. 
Even Mr. McClure, Dr. Adams's coadjutor in the Medi- 
cal Fact affair, said to a friend of mine, that I should get 
the case. Dr. Woods, who was present during the whole 
trial, felt so confident of a favorable issue, that he wrote 
me a kind note congratulating me in advance, and cau- 
tioned me against undue excitement, fearing that the re- 
action might be injurious. 

It would seem that the referees were not long in mak- 
ing up their award. It was signed, sealed, and deliv- 
ered to the clerk of the court to be opened at the next 
November term, but might be opened sooner by agree- 
ment of parties. We found that Mr. Hubbard was 
willing on his part to have it opened ; but the referees 
must first be paid for their services. And it was agreed 
that the expenses should be equally divided between Dr. 
Adams and myself, and that the one against whom the 
decision was made, should refund to the other the 
amount which he had advanced. On the 14th day of 
August the seal was broken, and the award declared, 
which closes with these words : " The question of the guilt 

24* 
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or innocence of the plaintiff, not being submitted to us, 
wc have not considered . that question." When I read 
this I exclaimed in utter amazement, — "Not consider 
the question of my guilt or innocence ! " Why, that 
was the question, and the only question which I had 
submitted to them. I was obliged to apply to certain 
friends to loan me the money to meet my portion of the 
expenses, a part of which I have not been able to refund 
to this very day. But if I had seen that award before 
paying the money, I would never have paid one cent ; 
for though it might have been due by law, it was not due 
on the principles of equity. I could, with a good con- 
science, have taken the poor debtor's oath ; and I would 
have taken it Those gentlemen never performed the 
work for which I consented to their employment. And 
neither honesty nor equity required me to compensate 
them for their services in examining and deciding a par- 
ticular cjise clearly defined, when they left that case and 
went off into the examination and decision of another. 
They did the work of Dr. Adams ; and it belonged, of 
right, to him to pay them. That Dr. Adams had said 
and done the things charged upon him in the writ, there 
could be no dispute ; and it was equally evident that 
they were said and done falsely. But the referees calmly 
and gravely decide that Dr. Adams wo.^ privileged to 
say and do all those abominable things which I have 
specified in the preceding chapters. Why, this ques- 
tion they could have decided beforehand. If it were a 
question of privilege^ and no matter whether true or 
false, why did they not say so as soon as they took their 
seats on the bench, and not sit there eight or ten days, at 
the expense of fifteen dollars each per day, to be paid 
by me for deciding a question which, it would seem, 
they had already decided, and which had little more 
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relevancy to the case submitted to them, than the ques- 
tion whether murder is, under any circumstances, justi- 
fiable ? 

The public press everywhere, so far as I noticed, dis- 
approved of the award. I will give a few extracts from 
several of the papers. And first, from, the Evening' 
Trariscript^ August 19. 

The LaU Referte Case. 

Mr. Editor, — One of the most distinguished personages who 
have used a pen during the last half century, has said : "I con- 
sider wrath and partiality as the cardinal virtues in a writer ; 
they give force to his composition." I hope this maxim is never 
operative in the case of referees. And yet what shall we say 
of gentlemen, who, after giving a carte blanche to the slanderers 
of a worthy fellow-citizen, provided they be clergymen, coolly 
remark, " The question of his guilt or innocence did not come 
before us I " Why should clergymen have an immunity, any 
more than any other class of persons, to injure and malign a 
man ? Ought they not to be preeminently cautious and chari- 
table in their judgments ? The decision of the referees in the 
case of the Rev. Mr. Fairchild has awakened, so far as I can 
leani, but one sentiment of astonishment and rebuke among the 
liberal-minded and unprejudiced. M. 

I take the following from the JBee, September 12. 

Rev, Messrs. Fairchild and Adams, 

Few cases of judicial decision have been more unexpected 
and taken such hold on the public mind as that of the referees 
in the late trial between the reverend gentlemen whose names 
bead this article. Mr. Fairchild has strong friends and strong 
foes, though the latter are comparatively few in number since the 
developments of the late trial. But among them all, I have 
beard but one opinion expressed in respect to the aforesaid 
decision — and that of unfeigned surprise. 

So far as the parties were concerned, they had, in the eye of 
the law, the same legal, social, and ecclesiastical standing. Mr. 
Fairchild is a member of an Orthodox church in good and reg- 
ular standing. Mr. Adams is no more so. Mr. Fairchild is 
pastor of an Orthodox church, which was constituted according 
to ecclesiastical usage in such cases, and the sermon of organi 
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zation was preached by the late Rev. William M. Rogers. Mr 
Fairchild was called in the usual way as pastor, and was so in* 
stalled. The council was regular; it was respectable, and con- 
tained the names of as reputable, popular, and distinguished 
men as any found on the council thai installed Mr. Adams. The 
whole matter, so unfairly brought before the referees, pertaining 
to the Davidson affair, was well known to the council and dis- 
cussed by them. 

Therefore at the time of the hearing before the referees, Mr. 
Fairchild had as good a legal and ecclesiastical standing as the 
reverend defendant. Mr. Fairchild had been tried for a crime 
and acquitted. Mr. Adams was now on trial. The facts 
charged by the plaintiff were not denied by the defendant. 
The falsehood on the record of the Association, that Mr. Fair- 
child had been " charged and proved guilty " of high crimes, 
was admitted. The fact that the defendant had denounced him 
in open church me<iting as tlie " wickedest man in Boston," was 
proved ; so al^^o that the defendant had said that Mr. Fairchild 
was an " unscrupulous man " — that he had " ceased to discrimi- 
nate between truth and falsehood," — that there was ** nothing 
in the whole history of the amours of the hcentious Aaron 
Burr worse than in the conduct of Mr. Fairchild," — and that 
on seeing Mr. Fairchild pass, he said '* there goes hell." It 
was not denied that the defendant had sent around for evidence, 
not to base an opinion upon, but to sustain himself in a position 
already assumed ; all this, and more, was allowed and proved. 

The defence taken and sustained by the award is that, in all 
this, the defendant, acting in good faith, was privileged. 

Can the award in the Fairchild case be Jinal under such rul- 
ings ? In other words, can Mr. Adams and a majority of the 
Suffolk South Association place upon their records a false vote 
— knowing it to he fahe^ and refuse to amend it in harmony 
with truth, and then justify the falsehood and its perpetuity by 
the plea of ''^privilege ? " 

The subjoined communication I cut from one of our 
daily papers at the time, without retaining the name or 
the date. I insert it because of the source from which 
it professes to come. 

Jlr. Editor, — A few days since I was shown a letter written 
to a friend by a member of an Orthodox church in one of tho 
adjacent towns, whose name, if I were at liberty to mentioii it, 
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would have great influence with the religious community. I 
have been permitted to take an extract from it, which I send 
you for publication. By complying with this request you will 
greatly oblige me, and gratify a multitude of your readers. 

M. B; 

" The decision of the referees in the case of Mr. Fairchild 
has filled me and many others with surprise and regret. If the 
atrocious doctrines laid down by them are acknowledged by our 
religious bodies, then those associations which are formed for 
mutual good, — for purposes of advancement in piety, may be- 
come engines of the worst oppression, — tools for accomplishing 
purposes of revenge which may well startle the community, 
and fill it with distrust and apprehension. I do not see how it 
was possible for Mr. Choate, with all his art and cunning, to 
convince the referees that there was any law of privilege behind 
which Mr. Adams might shield himself from his intolerant, re- 
lentless, and unchristian course of conduct towards Mr. Fair- 
child. 

" The people here say that this result was brought about, not 
by the law of ^ privilege,* but by the plea of ^ somnamhulism* 
But one thing is certain ; if the referees were made to believe 
that Mr. Adams, when saying and doing all the wicked things 
proved upon him in court, and calculated to ruin Mr. Fairchild, 
was asleep, and therefore devoid of malice, the people, instead 
of yielding to any such mesmerizing influences, will have it that 
he was wide awake, and perfectly conscious of what he did. 
To require them to believe otherwise would be too great a tax 
on their credulity. 

" I deeply sympatliize with Mr. Fairchild in this new and un- 
expected trial, and I pray God to support him under it. I am 
by no means sure that this unrighteous decision may not hasten 
the time when his innocence will be made manifest to all ; for 
it must excite inquiry, and inquiry must lead to a just view of 
his case ; and a just view of his case will, I think, convince the 
public that he Ls a most deeply injured and cruelly persecuted 
man, and deser\-ing the sympathy of every right-thinking and 
right-feeling man in the community." 

I extract the following from the Bee : — 

I do not see why, according to this decision, Mr. Adams is 
not at liberty to go on and repeat all his old slanders about Mr. 
Fairchild, and as many new ones as he can invent or pick up. 
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and do it all with perfect impunity. He has only to plead that 
he honestly believes what he says, — that he is very conscien- 
tious in the matter, — that he is actuated by no malice, and 
that he has good and justifiable reasons, — even the glory of 
God and the purity of the church ; thus shielding himself from 
all responsibility to the injured party, behind the law of privi- 
lege ! Wliat power greater than this could the Pope of Home 
demand or desire ? 

If such be the law, let the people know it. A great principle 
is involved here. It is not Mr. Fairchild merely ; but every 
man and woman in the community is interested. For if a per- 
son who is connected with any society or club, or church even, 
may have his character thus stigmatized in his absence, to be 
whispered slyly round among others, causing good people to be 
shy of him, and to regard him with suspicion and distrust ; and 
when a knowledge of the stigma thus cast upon him comes to 
his ears, he is told that he must submit to the disgrace and 
suffer the injury, — that the false and libellous record against 
him is, like the laws of the Medes and Persians, unalterable, — 
that there it must stand for ever unrescinded, because there is a 
law of privilege behind which his enemies and calumniators 
may shield themselves ; if, I say, this be so, then let the people 
know it, that they may govern themselves accordingly. 

This is not all. More than four years afler Mr. Fairchild's 
expulsion from the Association, Mr. Adams and his associates 
deliberately entered upon their records another vote, charging 
Mr. Fairchild with falsehood for persisting in his denial of a 
charge of which he had been previously acquitted by the ver- 
dict of twelve impartial men ! Here they publish a minister 
of the gospel who is in good standing, and not a member of 
their Association, as a liar ; and they do so, it would seem, 
wantonly and mjiliciously, w^ith no more civil or ecclesiastical 
riglit to act thus, than they would have to pass such a vote and 
to record it against any man in the community. But the 
referees say that this is a matter of privilege ! Why, Mr. 
Editor, suppose a club of some do-^en or lifte<m mechanics 
should commit such an outrage upon the rights and privileges 
of one of their own profession, or of any other citizen, — and 
when summoned into court to answer for their conduct, they 
should make no attempt to establish tlie truth of their record, 
but set up the plea o^ privilege'^ Would such a plea avail 
them f And why should it avail clergymen ? Are not clergy- 
men as much answerable to the law as mechanics? Or suppose 
they had succeeded in keeping their libellous record from the 
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knowledge of him whom they had thus malij^ned for more than 
two years, as was the fact in Mr. Fairchild's case ? Would 
they be able to shield themselves behind the statute of limita^ 
tions? or would they attempt it ? Would they not own up, like 
honest men, who had committed an error, and retract what 
they had done ? And why should not clergymen retract their 
wrong doing, and not seek protection behind the law of privi- 
lege f But the referees say that a club composed of clergymcm 
have this privilege ; and Mr. Adams saw fit to use this plea in 
order to screen himself from the just consequences of uttering 
and reuttering the vilest and most shameful slanders that ever 
proceeded from a man's lips or pen. That they were thus 
uttered, Mr. Clifford's argument most clearly proves. 

And is this transaction so unchristian and so base, and withal 
80 fully proved, to be ignored by the pastors and churches in 
Boston, or will they defend it by pleading the law of privilege / 
But where is the law, human or divine, which justifies a Chris- 
tian minister in uttering the vilest slanders against his brother ? 
Surely it is not found in the gospel. And what a sad comment 
is it on any man's Christianity to set up such a defence. And 
will any of our orthodox clergymen do this? If so, why? Is 
it because they imagine that orthodoxy will suffer if they dare 
to rebuke the wrong doing of those who rank themselves 
among its most zealous defenders ? The writer of this article 
belongs to the orthodox denomination. But if orthodoxy cannot 
be sustained without justifying such conduct, it is not worth 
sustaining. And I question whether its friends can do it a 
more serious injury, than to attempt to sustain it on such 
grounds. 

The people can never be made to believe, that such conduct 
on the part of pastors, is a matter of privilege, or that its turpi- 
tude can be screened behind the statute of limitations, or that it 
all originated in good and justifiable motives, without any mal- 
ice or iU^wilL And I am told that many of them express deep 
regret and mortification that any of their religious teachers, to 
whom they have been accustomed to look for an example of 
open-hearted honesty, should attempt to justify what every- 
body sees to be a grievous wrong, on such a flimsy plea. And 
permit me here to say, that if clergymen would retain the confi- 
dence and respect of their parishioners, they must solemnly 
protest against all such plotting and sclieming to accomplish a 
brother's ruin, and be satisfied with nothing short of that repara- 
tion which the gospel demands. These reverend gentlemen 
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maj attempt to blink the question ; but it will avail them noth- 
ing. The tacts are before the world. 

I will clo.<e this article by quoting a single sentence, with a 
very little alteration, from Miss Beecher's book, entitled *' Truth 
Stranger than Fiction '* : A clergyman who is poor himself and 
whose friends are poor, with such charges preferred against 
him, " is, in any case, in a very helpless position ; but the fact 
tliat in this case, these charges were, from the outset, under- 
stood to be indorsed by some of the most influential men in the 
city, and that the whole weight of their influence, official and 
personal, was thrown into the scale against him, ought to be of 
itself sufficient to account for the result." And may I not add 
that all this influence, official and personal, was not only thrown 
into the scale against the plaintiff in this case, but in favor of 
of the defendant. Who tlicn can wonder at the result ? 

One more communication called forth by the decision 
of the referees, taken from the Mail, written, I was told 
at the time, by a gentlemen of great respectability, then 
residing in Tewksbury : — 

Editor of the Mail, — I have watched the case of Rev. J. 
II. Fairchild from the first to the present time. I have read the 
evidence as it luis appeared in the pai)ers of the day, carefully 
and with interest. 1 have followed the reverend gentleman in 
his course, and have seen his enemies seeking his reputation as 
the tiger does the blood of his prey. His afflictions at one 
time momentarily cost him his reason and nearly his life. His 
examinations before ecclesiastical councils, and his trial and ac- 
quittal by an honest jury, would seem to be enough to clear him 
from stain in the minds of all, unless prejudy:e, hate, malice, 
and wrath reigned supreme in the hearts of those who, by their 
professions, should receive him with open arms, rejoicing that 
he was " not guilty" Instead of this, how different the treat- 
ment he received from their hands ! — they look at him askance, 
as Milton makes the Devil look upon our first parents, revolv- 
ing in their minds what further they could do to damn him in 
public opinion, and stain his name in all future time. The con- 
clave in council meeting determined that their damning record 
should stand upon their books, though no proof of its truth could 
be produced ; they determined that a lie should be handed 
down to |)osterity, rather than that they should have the appear- 
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ance of sbowing lenity, mercy, or justice to an injured brother. 
And when on trial for libel they are only saved from being 
forced to do justice to their brother by a technical quibble. 

Now, if ecclesiastical bodies have the privilege of destroying 
a man's reputation, and no law of the land can touch them, I 
think it is high time that the laws should be so revised that 
clergymen cannot destroy each other without being amenable to 
the law. If clergymen in association have this power of privi- 
lege^ why may not other classes of people in association have 
the same power ? If one class of people in association set the 
laws of the laud for individuals at defiance with impunity, I see 
not why another class cannot do the same ? If a class of cler- 
gymen, as a body, can publicly slander a brother, and publish 
it to all future time in their records, why cannot other people 
do the same ? 

For instance, I have an ill-will against a neighbor, I go to 
another neighbor and get him enlisted to the first neighbor's 
hurt. We (myself and second neighbor) go to the third, fourth, 
and fifth, and so on until there is an association of us to work 
together ; well, we publish a libel to our first neighbor's hurt- 
He sues me as originator of the libel : I fall back behind the 
privilege of the association — the law does not touch me be- 
cause of this privilege. My poor and hated neighbor is thus 
destroyed without cause and without blame, and his name is 
handed down to posterity with infamy. Job. 

The day after the award was announced in the 
papers, I received the following letter from Dr. Woods. 

Andover, August 15, 1851. 
Rev. Mr. Fairchild: — 

My dear Brother, — A great multitude will be disappointed 
at the decision of the referees, as you are. When Mr. Clifford's 
argument comes out it will excite serious consideration, and will 
have great weight with the public. I am grieved for you ; but 
you and your people will keep in mind that the decision is not 
against you. You have been under trial before a court of jus- 
tice, and have been declared innocent. There the matter rests, 
and there it will rest, unless under a new trial, new evidence 
should be produced to prove you unworthy of your office. Till 
that is done, I shall regard you as I have done, and as the gen- 
erality of ministers regard you, — to be in good standing. The 
late trial leaves you in as good a condition as you had before, — 
a* goody to say the least 

25 
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And now, my brother, I hope the grace of Christ will be with 
you. Your proper course will be, to be more deyoted to the 
great work of promoting the good of souls, and the glory of 
Christ's kingdom. The Lord bless your labors, and bless your 
family, and bless you with the spirit of meekness, and gentle- 
ness, and humility, and love. In a little while earthly triaU 
will be past. Our afflictions are but for a moment Blessed 
will be the rest that remaineth for the people of God. 

If I am well enough, as I hope to be, I will preach for you 
Sabbath afler next. Affectionately yours, 

L. Woods. 

The good man did come and preach for me on that 
Sabbath, which fact was announced in one of the papers 
next morning in these words : "iier. Mr. FairchUd in 
g'ood standing' still. We miderstand that the venerable 
Dr. Woods, of Andover, preached for this gentleman 
twice yesterday." 

The November Monthly Law Reporter contained a 
long and able review of the award of the referees, which 
I here insert. 

THE RIGHT OF VOLUNTARY ASSOCIATIONS TO CRIMINATE 
THEIR OWN MEMBERS. 

The decision of the referees in the late clerical libel suit of 
FairchUd v. Adams, has excited a good deal of surprise. If it 
can be sustained as a law, the reputation of CYery member of 
any voluntary association, club, or society, is at the mercy of his 
fellows, and if assailed by them tlie law will afford him neither 
protection or redress. We propose to consider this case, aa 
one of general interest, and as involving principles of general 
importance. 

Suffolk South Association is a social circle composed of a 
portion of the Orthodox Congregational clergymen of Boston 
and vicinity. The objects of the Association, as laid down in 
the standard of Congregationalism, are personal improvement, 
the cultivation of brotherly kindness and mutual assistance, by 
counsel and advice, in discharging ministerial duties. By the 
express policy of Congregationalism, it has no ecclesiastical 
power or authority whatever over churches or individuals. It 
is nothing else than a mere stated meeting of neighboring dei^ 
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pvmoii, for pur|K)-«'s ut" .sociiil intrix-oursc ami ministerial fellow- 
ship. Its members ot* course can decide whom tliey will admit 
to their meetings, and they can, to use the legitimate Ortliodox 
phrase, ** withdraw fellowship " from any of their number if 
they choose ; but by no ecclesiastical or Congregational usage 
can they do more. It is a body unknown in law, and is pos- 
sessed of no greater rights than a neighborhood prayer meeting, 
which in fact it may be called. 

Rev. Joy H. Fairchild became a member of this Association 
about the year 1827, while settled in South Boston, and in 1844 
was still a member, although then settled in Exeter, N. H. In 
July, 1844, Mr. Fairchild was indicted in Boston for the alleged 
crime of adultery. Subsequently, he was tried before an ecclesi- 
astical council at Exeter, on a similar charge. The council, 
aware that the indictment was pending, and doubtful of the 
facts, suspejided him from the ministry " until he should present 
a clearer vindication of himself before some tribunal more com- 
petent than themselves to compel the attendance of witnesses 
and the utterance of all the truth," and then dissolved. 

The Association had at an early day taken up the matter, 
and at first IVIr. Fairchild was content that they should investi- 
gate it; but he immediately afler, expressly and in writing, 
withdrew his consent and informed them that he should submit 
his case not to them, but to a council to be called. The Asso- 
ciation, by its committee, of which Rev. Nehemiah Adams was 
one, appeared before the council as accusers, prosecutors, and 
witnesses, and managed the case against Mr. Fairchild. Not- 
withstanding their strenuous exertions for an unqualified con- 
viction, the result was as above stated. 

Before the council met, Mr. Fairchild resigned his office as 
pastor of the church in Exeter, in order that the church might 
be free from embarrassment. About this time Mr. Fairchild, 
while under a high state of nervous and mental excitement, in 
a fit of insanity, attempted to commit suicide, and barely escaped 
death. The fact of his insanity was fully established, and was 
not controverted. 

Immediately after the result of council, Mr. Fairchild made 
preparations to meet the indictment against him in Boston, 
and it was well known in the fall of 1844, that he was to 
take his trial at an early day. 

In January, 1845, a majority of Suffolk South Association 
passed a vote and recorded it on their minutes, declaring : First, 
that the council at Exeter had found Mr. Fairchild guUty of the 
crimes of seduction and adultery, and had deposed him from the 
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ministry ; second, that he was actually guilty of those crinefl^ 
and also of ialsehood in denying it ; and, third, that because of 
his guilt, and of his persisting ^Isehood in denying the same, 
he be expelled from the Association. 

In February, 1845, Mr. Fairchild came to Boston, and in 
l^larch was tried before the municipal court, and afler a long 
and laborious investigation of a week's duration, was most tri- 
umphantly acquitted. By the voice and opinion of the oldest 
and the best of the Orthodox Congregational clergy and laity 
of New P^ngland, by force of the decision of the council con- 
nected with the result of the trial in court, the suspension of 
Mr. Fairchild's clerical functions ceased, and he was at once 
restored to his ministerial rights. Very soon after he was reg- 
ularly installed over a regular Orthodox Congregational church 
in South Boston. 

The precise nature of the vote passed by the Association in 
January, 1845, (which, by the way, was passed with the inti- 
mation that, if Mr. Fairchild was acquitted it should be re- 
scinded,) was not known to Mr. Fairchild till 1849. As soon 
as it was known to him, it being deemed a gross libel by him- 
self, by his friends, and by the best legal minds in the State, 
he sent to the Association a request that it should be rescinded. 
At a meeting of the Association, in July, 1849, the libellous 
vote as originally passed was read not " in the hearing of two 
clergymen casually present, but not members ; " but in the hear- 
ing of four clergymen, not members, from different parts of the 
country, and present by express invitation of the Association, as 
well as in hearing of others, new members, who then heard it 
for the first time. At a subsequent meeting in the same month, 
afler discussion, the Association refused, on a direct vote, to 
rescind the libel. 

Rev. Mr. Adams, who voted for the original resolutions, was 
mainly instrumental in preventing their being rescinded, giving 
as a reason, that Mr. Fairchild had been guilty of other crimes 
and asserting that in 1833, some sixteen years before, he had had 
a certain disreputable disease, and was addicted to bad practices. 
The Association acknowledged that their vote, as originally 
passed, did not correctly state the most material facts ; yet they 
refused to rescind the libel, and left it standing on their records- 
Mr. Fairchild, having no other redress, brought his action 
against Mr. Adams, first for the libel, and second for the slander. 
The real question before the referees was this : — Have the 
members of a ministerial association, which has no ecclesiastical 
power or authority whatever, legislative, judicial, or diciplinary. 
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while they may withdraw fellowship from one of their number, 
a right to utter or record against him charges of crime unless 
they are prepared to justify them by proving them to be true? 
In other words, have they a right to adjudge and publish him 
a criminal, unless they are prepared to show that he actually 
is so ? 

This, the question in the case, the referees seem to have lost 
sight of, while they seem to have been persuaded by a careful 
covering up of the naked deformity of the affirmative of the 
proposition with the thick folds of ministerial sanctity, that they 
had to deal only with the general statement, — that a man in the 
exercise of an <ictual diUy may make accusations, if, in goodfaiUij 
he believes them to be true. They do not seem to have met the 
case. They put the position thus : " That clerical associations 
are by law privileged to institute inquiries into the conduct of 
their members, to pass votes of expulsion against them, and to 
record their proceedings, provided it be done in good faith and 
without malice, and that the truth of the allegations need not be 
proved." Allowing this to be good law, common justice re- 
quires that in all such cases an accusation should be properly 
made, and the accused fairly notified, heard, and tried. But the 
defendant claimed more than the proposition. He claimed an 
arbitrary right to do what no acknowledged judicatory has ever 
ventured to do, namely, by force of a mere resolution, to accuse, 
try, and condemn of crime, without notice, without hearing, and 
behind the back of the accused ; and the result of the referees 
would seem to sanction the monstrous assumption. 

With regard to clerical associations, we affirm that they have 
no more or greater privilege to scrutinize the conduct of mem- 
bers than any other ; and although they may strike the name 
of a member from their roll, they have no right to accuse him 
of crime, and publish him as a criminal, unless prepared to sus- 
tain the truth of the accusation. A law association has a right 
to inquire about members, to drop them from the list, and to re- 
cord its legitimate proceedings ; but we should be glad to find 
the lawyers who would venture to accuse a member of a crime, 
and to record and publish it, unless it were actually true. All 
associations are privileged to maintain their own rights, but they 
must not trench on the rights of others. They may defend their 
own grounds, but they must not trespass on another's. They 
may thrust out of their house an abnoxious visitor, but they 
must not maltreat him ; they may decide that he shall not enter, 
but they must not send out ruifians to waylay and kill him, nor 
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must thej post him as a thief and a rohber, unless they ore pre* 
pared to answer for the injury. 

In Robinson v. Jermyn^ (I Price, 11,) where, although official 
notice of the exchision of one fVom a club was held privileged, 
it was distinctly on the ground that no impiUattons were modi 
on his inoral character. 

That clerical associations have no ecclesiastical authority, and 
are in no sense tribunals, is well settled in Congregational history ; 
and although some of the clergy have at various times attempted 
to acquire such power, it has invariably, and most emphatically 
been refused to tliem. The idea of authority of any kind in as- 
sociations, is totally opposed to the Congregational polity as dan- 
gerous to the rights of churches and individual Christians. See 
liatio Disciplina3, Punchard on Congregationalism, etc. The ref- 
erees assert and rely upon the general proposition, " That & 
person acting in discharge of a duty, and in good faith^ is 
privileged in making accusations without being held to prove- 

their truth, if made on. proper occasions^ This proposition may 

be correct ; but it does not meet this case. Here was no duty, .^ 
and no proper occasion; — no duty, because it was not within..^ 
the scope of the objects of the Association ; no proper occasion, ^^ 
because they had no jurisdiction, and were not a competent tri— ^ 
bunal. It is a well-settled principle of law, that an accusation,^' 
to be privileged, must be made to a tribunal competent to re— ^ 
ceivc and try the case. Remington v. Congdon, (2 Pick. 315,^^ 
Perkins's Notes). 

Blagg v. Sturt, (10 Ad. & Ell. N. S. 889); Barwood v.^^ 
Green, (3 C. & P. 141). But then it must be in discharge of a-^ 
duty, and not volunteered : Pattison v. Jones, (8 B. & C. 578 ;) ^ 

Fountain v. Boodle, (3 Ad. & Ell. N. S. 5) ; Toogood v. Spyr 

ing, (4 Tyr. 595). And there must be no excess beyond what ^ 
is called for by the exigencies of the case, while the language ^ 
must be limited to the necessities of the occasion. Robertson v. - 
McDougal (4 Bing. G70) ; Tuson v. Evans, 4 P. & D. 396; ■ 
Cook on Defamation, (p. 35). 

A voluntary association is a mere assemblage of individuals, 
and they may not do collectively, so far as character is con- 
cerned, what they must not do individually. The individual 
may say that he will not associate with A. B., but he must not 
say " because A, B, is a thief,'* unless at his peril. So the assem- 
blage may refuse to associate with A. B. but if they say, "be- 
cause he is a thief," they must abide the consequences. The 
monU duty which would require the first, would not require the 
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last, even if it were true. It might be a proper occasion to cut 
his acquaintance, but not to charge him with a crime. But of 
this matter of duty we shall have more to say by and by. Can 
A. B. and C. because they chose to call themselves an associa- 
tion, and have the power of expulsion, witli impunity vote D. a 
thief, and publisli the fact ? If so, the world ought to know it. 
But courts have thought differently. In Lewis v. Few, (5 
Johns. R. 36,) the court say, " If one hundred or a thousand 
men assembled, undertake to charge a man with specific crimes, 
there is no reason why it should be less criminal than if each 
one should do it individually, at different times and places." 

The referees further say, " That in this Commonwealth all 
denominations of Christians are privileged to maintain the dis- 
cipline of their respective churches, according to their various 
usages, including the making complaints and accusations, the 
production and discussion of evidence and the recording of their 
proceedings." Now nobody denies this ; but what has it to do 
with this case? Ministerial associations have nothing to do 
with the discipline of churches, any more than Sabbath schools, 
Bible societies, or sewing circles. By the very nature of the 
case and the constitution and first principles of Congregational- 
ism, they have no more to do with church-discipline than a 
law club with trials in court. They have not even advisory 
power; and there is not the association in the State which 
would venture to meddle with the affairs of any church, or even 
to counsel it how to act, unless requested to do so. Churches 
alone have disciplinary power. They alone are the judicatories 
that can hear accusations and try offences. The authority of 
councils, even, is derived wholly from the churches. Associa- 
tions have nothing to do with accusations. Tliey have no more 
rights, powers, or privileges, so far as the church and church- 
discipline are concenied, than a dinner party of deacons. 

But what does this proposition of the referees signify ? First. 
Jlie making of complaintSy supposes that it is done in due form 
and for the purpose of a trial. Second. The production and 
discussion of evidence, supposes a hearing of the whole case, 
pro and con, by a competent tribunal, after due notice and in a 
proper way. And third. The recording of proceedings supposes 
the entering up of judgment by an acknowledged authority. In 
this case, alas ! none of these requisites are found, no compe- 
tent tribunal, no complaint, no trial. First. A resolution is 
offered, passed, and published, at a social gathering of clergy 
men, affirming that a ministerial brother had been guilty of 
groAs crimes, when the fact is yet to be proved. And tliis is 
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done without notice to the party, and in his absence. Second. 
After the fact is disproved so far as it can be done before a 
human tribunal, the clerical social circle reaffirm the charge bj 
another resolution, and at the same time accuse the absent 
brother of other crimes, and that without knowing if the charga 
be true. If the association had ever so much authority, and had 
been ever so competent a tribunal to discipline and try, they 
had no right to proc(^ed in that manner. The inquisition, in its 
palmiest days, liardly did worse, and ostensibly did better. 

But as to the matter of duty, A church is an acknowledged 
tribunal of compet«MU jurisdiction, in the Congregational order, 
and it is the duty of a church to maintain its discipline, to keep 
watch and ward. over the conduct and character of its members, 
to try and punish, and, if need be, to expel offenders. So it is 
the duty of a Presbytery, or a synod in the Presbyterian order. 
This is their legitimate business. It is a necessary concomitant 
and object of their existence, and they arc bound in duty to acW 
accordingly. But it is no duty of a ministerial association Um 
try moral delinquents or to expel them. It is no part of the— ^ 
duty of the members of such associations, as such, to watcli^^ 
their brethren. That they must do as individual Christians ^? 
and if a brother offend, they must complain to the proper au-— ^^ 
thorities ; but as members of the association, they have no mo re^J ^ 
duty to do in that respect, than they would as members of a^^ 
clerical book club, if they were so. The power of expulsion ia^'i 
equally incident to the one as to the other. But expulsion is no^^-i 
duty, and the general pnictice has been in associations not tod^- 
expel, but merely to drop the name of an obnoxious brother—** 
Tiie legitimate and usual phrase U, ^' wjthdraw fellowship,^* 

There is another feature in this case which ought not to be^^'* 
overlooked. The association declared Mr. Fairchild deposeifc^ 
from the ministry. Now clerical associations are necessarily^^ 
composed of ministers. None others can be members. The s 
man who ceases to be a minister, ipso facto, ceases to be 
member, as much as a man who marries ceases to belong to the J 
society of bachelors. A minister deposed is no minister; an 
officer cashiered is no officer, and the latter might continue a 
member of the regimental staff with as much reason as the 
former, of a ministerial association. If JVIr. Fairchild was de- 
posed, and no minister, then he was no member, and the asso- 
ciation had nothing more to do with him. If they verily thought 
he was deposed, it would be the same as to their action. If he 
was not deposed, then their record was a mistake, and if they 
knew it, a wilful mistake, which would destroy their privilege 
at once, if they had any. 
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A few words as to the proper effect of the acquittal in the 
municipal court, and we have done. So far as a man's civil 
and legal rights are concerned, a verdict of acquittal of crime, 
on the merits, is conclusive on everybody, and whoever after- 
wards accuses him of the crime must be prepared to prove it 
true or suffer the consequences. Although I may believe a man 
guilty who has been fairly and honorably acquitted, I must not 
say so. Although I know him to be guilty, I must not accuse 
him unless I can substantiate it. The referees say, that, " While 
a verdict of acquittal is entitled to great weight, and ought to be 
regarded v^a prima facie evidence of innocence, yet such an as- 
sociation is not bound to regard it as conclusive." But the same 
thing is true of anybody. Take any man in the community — 
the fact that he has never been suspected, is, in the same way, 
only prima facie evidence of his innocence, and no association is 
bound to regard it conclusive. This is the every-day history of 
everybody, and any man who is proposed to, or dismissed from, 
a society, is liable to have his character scrutinized, whatever 
may be his reputed standing. The acquitted man stands, then, 
in the same position, so far as his rights are concerned, as the 
man who has never been accused. The verdict is entitled to 
more than great weight. It is conclusive until disproved, so 
far as all open charges of crime are concerned, in the same 
manner as a life-long good character and reputation are conclu- 
sive. Mr. Fairchild, then, after his acquittal, stood, so far as his 
rights were concerned, precisely as if he had never been accused, 
and the association had no more right to adjudge him a criminal, 
unless they could prove it true, than they had any other mem- 
ber of the association. 

In the case oi' Fawcett v. Charles, (13 Wend. 473,) where a 
physician was suspended or expelled from a county medical 
society, " for having become a member by false pretensions," the 
court say that the society has the power to remove a member 
for a crime ; but not without a previous conviction, the difficulty 
being the possibility of a difference of determinations in the two 
jurisdictions, as a member may be removed on some fact on 
which he may afterwards be acquitted on a trial by jury, and 
the acquittal would stamp, by the highest authority, the injustice 
of the removal, and seem to require a restoration. 

The rule of law is, that a man is to be presumed innocent 
till he is proved guilty; and whoever accuses him of guilt must 
pay the penalty, unless he can prove the truth of the charge, or 
anlesa he accuse him in the discharge of an actual duty, in good 
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faith believing him guilty, and before a tribunal competent to 
examine and pass upon the matter. 

We cannot think the decision of the referees in this case to 
be either law or equity, and we hardly think that either the 
profession or the public will feel satisfied with the result. We 
venerate the law because it protects our reputations and our 
rights. When it ceases to afford us protection, what will be the 
result ? 



CHAPTER XXV. 

On Saturday morning, August 30, Mr. Clifford^^ 

argument was published in the Boston Courier. A ^ 

Dr. Woods predicted, it had great weight with the pub^^ 
lie, and opened the eyes of many to the enormity of th^ ^ 
wrong which had been done me. Mr. Sargent, the ther^^ 
editor of the Transcriptj wrote and published the foUow-'^^ 
ing remarks upon it, September 5. 

REV. MR. FAIRCniLD's CASE. 

We have read with some attention the long report which ap- 
peared in the Courier of Saturday last, of Mr. Clifford's argo-' 
ment, with the accompanying documents, in behalf of Mr. Faiiv 
child, delivered before the referees in the case of the Rev. J. 
II. Fairchild against the Rev. N. Adams. We think that do 
unbiassed person can read this report without having his sym- 
pathies warmly enlisted in behalf of the plaintiff. Mr. Fairchild, 
it will be remembered, was some years since accused of a crim- 
inal offence. He denied the charge. He was solicited by his 
clerical brethren to confess the matter, if he was guilty, and 
submit to the discipline of the church. He rejected the propo* 
sition, persisted in his denial, was tried by a jury of his fellow- 
citizens, and pronounced innocent. 

Here was an exculpation, in which all good citizens — all 
who reverenced the law — should have acquiesced, whatever 
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their mere suspicions in regard to the accused party may have 
been. But what is the course of the Suffolk South Association, 
with the Rev. Mr. Adams at their head ? They turn round 
upon Mr. Fairchild, and " deliberately accuse him of falsehood, 
in persisting in his denial of a charge, of which he has already 
been acquitted by the verdict of twelve impartial and unpreju- 
diced men ! " And this is done wantonly and superfluously, 
without provocation from the plaintiff. The defamatory state- 
ment thus placed on record on their books, whatever referees 
may say to the contrary, must be regarded by practical people 
as libellous. 

To the written libel there was superadded verbal slander of 
too gross a nature to soil our columns by the repetition. At the 
late examination, not a particle of proof was produced to sub- 
stantiate or justify it. Nothing to invalidate the verdict of the 
jury, in the plaintiff*'s favor, — nothing to uphold the miserable 
spoken slander, — was brought forward. The plaintiff's char- 
acter had been maligned in the most injurious manner — for his 
own sake — for the sake of his family, his children, and friends 
— friends who had stood by him through good report and 
through evil report — he was imperatively called upon to vin- 
dicate that character from the dispersions that had been cast 
upon it- anew. Temperately, and without vindictiveness, he 
seeks redress. Whatever the expense — though it beggar him 
— he will seek it ; and finally the case is brought before referees, 
and the best counsel is enlisted in his behalf. 

And what is the conclusion at which these gentlemen arrive ? 
One which they could have decided, and ought to have decided, 
before they begun ! Without passing upon the question of 
the truth or falsehood of the libel and slander, gross and palpa- 
ble as they were, — without even denying the libellous and slan- 
derous attributes, — they dismiss the case, after a costly trial, on 
the plea of privilege. The clerical association, even supposing 
they had libelled and slandered Mr. Fairchild, had an immunity 
so to do ! Surely the referees could have decided thus much 
before the first hearing. The plea on which the defendant's 
counsel mainly relied was that of "privilege." The plea of 
" privilege " was admitted. But a people with whom such a 
l^ea could avail to grant such license to any body of men in 
torturing — not tlie limbs, but what is worse, the reputation of a 
man — such a people would be but going a step further in 
sanctioning the establishment of the Inquisition. 

In January, 1852, I delivered an address in Tremont 
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Temple, entitled The New Doctrine of Clerical Priv- 
ILEOE. It excited considerable interest at the time, and 
was soon published. The edition of three thousand 
was speedily exhausted. Many and favorable notices 
of it were taken by the press. I must be permitted to 
quote a few. And first from the Boston Heralds This 
paper was, for a long time, the only one in Boston that 
was accustomed to utter bitter things against me. And 
the following notice, by the editor, of my address wil\ 
show the reader the great change in his feelings, anci^ 
which has continued to this day. 

MR. FAIRCniLD ON CLERICAL PRIVILEGES. 

Feeling some curiosity to hear Rev. Joy II. Fairchild's expo^^^" 
sitiou of "the new doctrine of clerical privileges," and bein^^ '° 
desirous of ])resenting this doctrine to our readers, we went tc--^ ', 
Tremont Temple last evening, to hear the reverend gentleman*^ * 
discourse. ^^ 

Mr. Fairchild gave us a better style of address than we ar^P'^JI^j 
accustomed to hear, — and a far better one than we expectec:^'^^ 
from him. It was earnest, though calm. It came evidentlj^^ ^|] 
from the deep recesses of tlie heart. The strongest feelings of^^-^ 
his soul were stirred when he penned it, and yet it was not vehe— ^^ ^ 
ment in style or deliveiy. It was a manly review of his peca-*-^-^," 
liar position, and so clearly and forcibly did he narrate the hi»-— ^^ '^ 
tory of his past life, particularly that part of it where the deej^JTJ^J 
waters compassed him about, he carried the sympathies of laas^ ^"^ 
audience with liim. ^ 

The effect of the lecture cannot but be favorable to his cause^^^^ 
and will do much towards reinstating him to that position in th^^^ ^ 
confidence and affections of his fellow men, from which, we wm^^^ 
think, he ought never to have been removed. 

After a neat intnxluction, apologizing for, and vindicating the^^^ 
act of calling his fellow-citizens together, he entered into a can-—' 
did discussion of the principle involved in his case, as respects 
the decision of the referees. lie based his address on the fol- 
lowing proposition — a great princij)le as important to the pub- 
lic as to himself — of which he was on that occasion the defend- 
er, ])erhaps he might say the representative : — 

^ No man or chiss of men, either singly or coUectiveljy dwU 
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Utter a known acknowledf^ed slander against his neighbor, by 
tongue or pen, and be shielded behind the law of privilege." 

We do not propose to sketch his address now. It was a re- 
view of important transactions and decisions bearing upon him. 
He trounced brother Adams soundly ; — and surely, if there is 
any truth in Mr. Fairchild*s statements, Adams deserved it, and 
more than that, he deserves the contempt and scorn of a people 
who love honor, justice, and manly dealing. 

The next notice is from the Evening TVanscriptj 
March9, 1852: — 

REV. MR. FAIRCHILD's ADDRESS. 

We should not care to be the particular subject of this Ad- 
dress, if half of it is true ; and we know of no reason for doubt- 
ing the correctness of any part of it, except that the conduct 
which it exposes is so extraordinary and disreputable. If the 
statements of Mr. Fairchild can be refuted, they certainly should 
be, for the credit of humanity, as well as the clergy in general, 
and Dr. Adams in particular. Such cases must not go by 
default, if defence is possible. The defence, if attempted, 
should be real and complete, without trick or shuffling. It will 
not do to raise a dust about smaller matters, to conceal the 
greater. The toughest and most stubborn of the alleged facts 
must be grappled with manfully, or the whole let alone. The 
address of Mr. Fairchild is no squib ; for its shot are too heavy, 
too precisely aimed and too surely driven to be trifled with. 
Neither is it any single fact, however forcible, that is relied on, 
but a full battery. Will it be silenced ? Can it be ? We give 
no opinion, nor need we give one. The public cannot help 
making up their minds for themselves. One thing is certain, — 
either Mr. Fairchild is vastly impudent, or vastly abused. If 
his story is true, he has done right to tell it, and would have 
been grossly deficient in self-respect not to have told it. It is 
certainly a very fearless statement, and looks very much like 
an honest one. Its facts seem any thing but rickety j and its argu- 
ment has in it a force and earnestness which indicates a clear 
sight and a deep conviction of the reality and importance of what 
be is saying. If he is tampering with the public, he has chosen 
the wrong community to trifle with. We trust he will be heard. 
If he is dealing fairly and honestly with the public in his ad- 
dress, and if matters really stand as he has put them, his chief 
opponent is placed in no enviable light. However sound his 
religious theory may be esteemed, his moral practice in rela* 
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tion to Mr. Fairchild must be looked upon as rotten by eveiy 
candid man. We might well pity the condition of the heathen 
who should be converted from the religion of Seneca, Socrates, 
Confucius, or Logan, to a morality so deplorably destitute of 
justice and humanity. 

We quote one of the concluding paragraphs of the Address 
as follows : — 

" Bear in mind, fellow-citizens, that mine is a double chuiOf 
if, indeed, any tiling can add force to the simplest obligation o( 
justice. I came hither in no common way to obtain it, and to 
secure its permanent benefit. When accused in this State, I 
was a ^T^Q citizen of New Hampshire, and under the protectioa 
of her unsurrendered and inviolable sovereignty. No powet 
of civil government on this continent was strong enough to coi^" 
pel me into your jurisdiction. Yet, in this perfect immunity 
from arrest, I came voluntarily to this Commonwealth and ^* 
your honored city, for the express and declared pur[)ose of vi^* 
dicating my character under the most rigorous scrutiny of yo»-^v 
keenest eyes. And think you, men of Massachusetts, — ^^*^^^ 
you, citizens of Boston, that I surrendered myself as v^ ^rahnt^^ 
or that your court regarded me as such ? But the question dx:^ 
swei's itself. It tells you with an emphasis not to be misunde^^ 
stood, that I came hither for a substantial benetit, — a reliabl-*^ 
good, which no clerical club should have power to take fron^^ 
me. I was accused in your court, and I came to rescue my char"^^ 
acter where it was accused, and to receive the permanent benefi' -^ 
of a just and iinal verdict, — a verdict not to be contradicted bj^C 
a knot of clergymen in conclave, to have their contradictioC^ 
authorized by the same power whose final will declared m^^ 
innocent. Surely I could dream of no such solecism in law any — ' 
where, and least of all, in a State whose jurisprudence has s<^^ 
long been the bulwark of the rights of man." 

The Boston Post, of March 10th, contains the follow-^ 
ing notice : — 

REV. MR. FAIRCHILD's ADDRESS. 

This is a readable pamphlet, and we hope many will read it 
and judge for themselves. Its narrative is plain and its reason- 
ing forcible. If its facts are facts, and too many of them cer- 
tainly are, the hardships of the author of the address cannot 
but take hold of the sympathies of a fair-minded community. 
The treatment of Mr. Fairchild by his wily antagonist, as set 
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forth in the address, no man can justify who would not vindicate 
the fires of Smithfield. Many things have been done in God's 
name, of which the devil might well be ashamed. The motto 
of the address is, " Let him that readeth understand" We only 
add, let him that would understand read* 

I will quote only one more notice, which, considering 
the source whence it came, and its intrinsic merits, is 
well worthy of a permanent record. I refer to the 
Investigator^ of March 17th, a paper which will not be 
even suspected of any partiality to the clergy. 

" THE NEW DOCTRINE OF CLERICAL PRIVILEGE." 

This is the title of an address delivered in Tremont Temple, 
on the 26th and 27th of January last, by the Rev. J. H. Fair- 
child, pastor of Payson Church, South Boston. 

Some of our readers will remember Mr. Fairchild. A few 
years ago he was charged with the commission of a peculiar 
crime, for which he was tried, first, by an ecclesiastical council, 
and by that body condemned. After this, at his own urgent 
request, he was tried in a civil court of this city, and honorably 
acquitted. There the matter should have rested. Having been 
declared innocent by this high authority, an opportunity should 
have been given him to regain his former position. 

The ecclesiastical council, however, were not at all satisfied 
with the verdict of the jury in his favor, probably because it 
nullified their verdict, and placed the decision of common men 
above that of the men of the pulpit. At all events, the council 
treated !Mr. Fairchild as if he were really the guilty man they 
charged him with being, and used their utmost efforts, one way 
and another, to crush him entirely, and keep him forever in a 
degraded, helpless, and hopeless condition. This " holy war- 
fare " against him was carried on with such bitterness and 
malignity, that at last he brought an action against his principal 
persecutors for libel. Most unfortunately for Mr. Fairchild, as 
well as for the cause of justice, the case, instead of being put 
into the hands of a jury, was given to referees, — and he was 
again defeated. 

On this last trial, was exemplified " the new doctrine of cleri- 
cal privilege" on the part of his enemies, — namely, the privi- 
lege of saying what they pleased against him, notwithstanding 
hitf acquittal by a jury ! These clerical gentlemen, placing 
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themselves above the civil law, claimed the rigid to treat a i 
as guilty whom a jury oF his countrymen had declared inno- 
cent, — and upon this monstrous assumption, they succeeded in 
depriving him of all legal redress ! Protestants are very food 
of clamoring against Catholics for the dis]X)sition manifested by 
their church to override the civil power; but in the present 
case, Protestants have exhibited precisely the same irresponsi- 
ble, lawless, tymnnical disposition. An American jury acquit- 
ted Mr. Fairchild. A few bigoted orthodox ministers, self- 
elevated above the jury and the law, claim the privilege of set- 
ting aside or superseding the verdict of the court, — thud 
making the ecclesiastical take precedence of the civil power - 
It is a monstrous doctrine for the high noon of the nineteenth 
century, and deserves the universal and unmeasured scorn ar»^ 
contempt of a republican community. We say, let the peopi- 5^ 
sustain the verdict of the jury, and despise the miserable int<^^ 
erance and bigotry which would ride rough-shod over that pall^^-^ 
dium of personal liberty and protection. 

We are not acquainted with Mr. Fairchild, and therefore ar"^^ 
not actuated by any private partiality in speaking of him, n c^^" 
need we say that we are not very fond of the clergy. Still, W^^ 

confess to no little sympathy for the man — minister as he is 

when we think of the long and remorseless persecution wit^--' 
which his enemies have pursued him, like bloodhounds, yea:-^ 
after year. Even if he were guilty, he has been punishec^' 
enough to satisfy more than ordinary vengeance, and commoi^* 
charity would therefore dictate to his enemies common mercy "^ 
But they seem perfectly inexorable. Their victim must b^^ 
crushed for life, and the principle which guides them in theii^ 
unrelenting warfare appears to b(i of the character of that doc-^- 
trine which Dante said was inscribed upon the gates of hell,— ^ 
" All hope abandon ! " 

We wish all our readers could examine Mr. Fairchild'^^ 
pamphlet. We are certain that the mean and contemptible - 
trickery, and the tyrannical, revengeful, and hideously ugly^ 
spirit which it reveals of a cerUiin clerical association, would 
cause them to rejoice with renewed energy that they are laf^ 
dels, and nothing else. 

In that address of sixty pages, after stating at some 
length, the facts in the case, I proceeded to comment on 
the award of the referees, a few pages of which I will 
here insert: — 
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But while I shall not call in question the honor of the ref- 
erees, or say any thing disrespectful of them as men, yet I trust 
it will not be regarded as a rash or presumptuous act in me to 
call in question the correctness of their decision. That decis- 
ion was everywhere received with surprise. Mr. Clifford as- 
sured me in a note that ** the result was utterly unsupported by 
any just view of the law, and that Mr. Adams had sheltered 
himself, not under the truth of his charges, but behind a purely 
technical defence, which the unbiassed and unbigoted judgment 
of the community can never sanction.** Mr. Curtis said to me 
that there was not the shadow of foundation in any law for that 
award to rest on, — and he added, the "referees have, in effect, 
said to Mr. Adams that he may tell as many lies about you as 
he pleases, and you can't help yourself." 

I have spoken of the referees as gentlemen, and as honorable 
gentlemen. But they are men, — and whether their award has 
not proved them to be but men, I commend to your most care- 
ful and candid consideration. You have seen that award ; for 
it has been published far and wide among you. If you have 
carefully considered it, or even hastily glanced at it, you could 
not fail to have been struck with the fact that it has but one side, 
and thcU against my humble self. Such I know to have been its 
impression on many discerning minds. You have seen, — you 
must have seen, that statements are there made so put together, 
as if intended to bring suspicion on me, without the statement 
of those facts which would remove all just suspicion. If any 
one present has not read that award, and therefore doubts its 
leaning — its strong leaning to one side — I commend it to his 
most impartial, most considerate perusal, and ask him to as- 
certain at his leisure, if what I have now said is not the precise 
truth. I ask you to examine and diligently search whether 
there is any thing in that award to throw the least suspicion on 
my opponent, either in purpose or in fact, notwithstanding the 
distinctness and the fulness of the most respectable testimony to 
his great, complicated, and untiring abuse of my character. On 
reading that award with whatever care, who would suspect that 
it had been proved before the referees by the testimony of Dr. 
Burgess, that Mr. Adams had said to him, in speaking of me, 
" there goes hell," — that he had said to the same gentleman 
that ^ I was an unscrupulous man, and so accustomed to mental 
reservation, and duplicity, that I had ceased to discriminate be- 
tween truth and falsehood," — and that *' there was nothing in 
the early history of the infamous Aaron Burr more diabolical 
than can lie found in my liistorv." On reading that award, who 

26* 
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would suspect that he hod made the darkest part of this repre^ 
sentation to Dr. Burgess, weeks before he wrote his Marbleliead 
letter, in which he called me his " dear, dear brother," and a^ 
Eured me that '* he was prepared to do or suffer any thing for 
me ill any event," and that " he should weep at my injuries if I 
proved to be innocent, or weep at my fall ? " Who would sus- 
pect on reading that award, that after saying and writing all 
this, and after telling Capt. Daniel Tracy, while riding with him 
in tlie cars, that " he believed me bad enough to go out of the 
world with a lie in my right hand," who, I say, would infer oa 
reading that award, that afler saying and doing all this, Mr. 
Adams had given me the assurance, once and again, through » 
mutual friend, that if I would come to Boston and be tried by * 
jury and obtain an acquittal " his pulpit should be open to U*^ 
for the first," — thus pledging himself to open his pulpit to ^ 
man whom he regarded as an unscrupulous liar even in a dyij^^ 
hour, — as vile as the infamous Aaron Burr, — and as hell i^*^ 
carnate, nay, hell itself 1 On reading that award, who woi^^ 
suspect that it was in evidence before the referees, that ^^^ 
Adams had said in open church meeting, that ** I was the wic^ 
edest man that walked the streets of Boston ? " Who woi«>^ 
suspect that the Rev. Hubbard Winslow had testitied befo"^ 
them, that when he told Mr. Adams that, in his judgment, t^^ 
result of the council at PLxcter lully vindicated me afler my a-^ 
quiltal by the jury, Mr. Adams said to him that he differed frot- ^ 
him, and" that sooner than dismiss a member to my church, k-^ 
would resign his oifice ? Who would suspect that it had beer=^ 
proved before them by the testimony of the Kev. Dr. Gilber"^^ 
of Newton, that, as he had been solicited by his parishioners t ^ 
exchange with me, he consulted Mr. Adams as to his duty it ^ 
the matter, and that Mr. Adams told him about Dr. Playward'.'* 
affidavit to prevent him from proposing an exchange ? Wh^ ^ 
would suspect that it was in evidence before the referees tha -^ 
Mr. Adams had written to a lady in Pittston for somethin^^ 
against my moml character when I was in college ; and whei^ 
iuibrmed by her that she knew nothing against me, he had writ-^ 
ten a second time, telling her that he thought she did know 
something, and that it was her duty to Christ to tell what sher- 
knew, and that if she would make the disclosures, no harm 
should come to her ; and that afler all this persuasion, she still 
assured him of her ignorance of any thing prejudicial to lay 
character in any ])art of my life ? And especially, on reading 
their award, who would suspect that Mr. Adams had any thing 
to do in getting up that false and infamously scurrilous pam- 



LIFE OF BEV. J. H. FAIRCHILD. 307 

plilet, — the Medical Fact, — that he knew it to be false at the 
time of its publication, so far as it implicated me in any crime, 
because he had been so assured by my physician, whom he ad- 
mits to be the only competent witness in the case ? 

And finally, who would have suspected, on reading their 
award, that Mr. Adams had made any attempt to palm upon me 
the writing of certain anonymous letters, which were not writ- 
ten in a disguised hand, and which bore no more resemblance 
to my handwriting, as Mr. Adams well knew, than to the hand- 
writing of the Grand Sultan ? 

But while the preceding and other expressive items of evi- 
dence against Mr. Adams were not so much as alluded to by 
the referees, yet were they careful, in their award, to state mat- 
ters brought before them to my injury, by the learned counsel 
for the defence, and against the introduction of which my coun- 
sel earnestly protested, on the ground of their irrelevancy, as 
having been finally disposed of, then more than six years, by a 
competent tribunal, and therefore as being matters which I could 
not possibly have contemplated as the subject of review before 
the referees. 

There is one item introduced by the referees into their award, 
— and I think needlessly as well as cruelly introduced, — to 
which I beg leave to direct your particular attention for one 
moment. The matter to which I refer is to me a subject of 
great delicacy, and one which I should be glad to let pass unno- 
ticed, if I could do so without injustice to myself, and perhaps 
to you. I allude to the manner in which the referees speak of 
my attempt at suicide. Every reader of their award who was 
unacquainted with the facts which were fully before the referees, 
would suppose that I calmly resigned my office as pastor of the 
church at Exeter, and calmly retired to my chamber, and then 
with equal calmness and self-possession, made an attempt on my 
life. The natural inference drawn from the statement of the 
referees, (whether so intended by them or not,) is this, — that 
I was in perfect possession of my reason at that time, and there- 
fore the act may be regarded as a confession. No one would 
suspect that it appeared in evidence before them, unimpeached 
and unimpeachable, that I resigned my office at 8 o'clock on 
Tuesday evening, — that at midnight 1 wjis a raving maniac, 
and that my attempt at self-destruction was not made till Thurs- 
day morning. No one would suspect that Dr. Perry, my at- 
tending physician, had just stated to them on his oath that he 
had made the subject of delirium his special study for years, 
and that a clearer case of insanity he had never witnessed. 
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How unc Ailed for, how unjust such a reference was, thus naked 
and unexplained, I leave to the manhood of others to decide. 

And now while I proceed to remark upon the legal opinions 
of the referees, I bespeak your attentive and patient ear, feeling 
assured as I do, that those opinions will, when the most care- 
fully weighed, the most surely deepen your impressions of the 
wrongs I have suifered in the strange progress of clerical and 
legal doings. 

In addition to what I have already said of the award of the 
referees, I come now to speak of a still graver part of it—* 
part in which, not only myself, but the entire community have * 
deep and lasting interest. And here I mean the question of 
privilege^ — the privilege of saying all manner of evil falseW'J ^ 
against one's neighbor, tor the sake of Grod and the public w^^*^ 
fare. In their award the referees have kiid down the princip ^^ 
as a city of refuge for gross and persevering slander, within ' 
whose sacred gat(»s Mr. Adams is inclosed and fortified againf**^* 
all pursuit, — the principle that a clerical a<«sociation 1ms fu ^ 
power to charge one of its members with gross crimes ; to ai^;? 
judge him guilty of th(»m, and to fsisten his condemnation on thei ^ 
records for transmission and inspection through all succeeding ^ 
time, however false those charges may be, or may have bee^ ^^ 
proved to be by the lirial and solemn verdict of a tribunal estab^ 
lished by law for the protection of the hinocent, and for the pul>^ 
lie safety; — a principle which allows a clerical association t<^^ 
do this and all this, without the trial of the accustnl, and against ^5 
the ecclesia-^tical inhibition of such trial, — without his knowU^ 
edge of the accusjition, and even when such tninsaction is con-^ 
cealed from his view for years, and at last finds its way to his^ ■ 
knowledge in spite of their vigilant secrecy. Nay more ; tlic^ 
principle of the award covers not only this brosid ground, buS* ' 
reaches to a yet wider extent ; for it protects the leader in theses 
clerical transactions as well otU of the association as in iL For^ 
the sake of serving God, it allows him in his church, and where— ^ 
ever he may accost a neighlwr, to niiterate and multiply his -* 
sciindaLs without stint, and without fear of responsibility. 



The referees, having expressed their opinion in the abstract, 
about possible cases — cases that "may be," — go on to say, 
as their further opinion, " that while the venlict of a jury is 
entitled to great weight, and ought to be reganled as primd 
facie evidence of innocence, yet that such an association is not 
bound to regard it as conclusive." 
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Such an association ! — great weight ! — not conclusive ! 
The^e, fellow-citizens, are words of grave import. Let us, then, 
inquire into their meaning and application. " Great weight I " 
Aud where f Is a verdict of acquittal to be so ponderous that 
the might of the law cannot move it a hair's breath, and yet so 
very light that the breath of a ministerial club, not known to the 
law, can blow it away as a feather ? — " Not conclusive ! " And 
to whom not conclusive ? Is a verdict of acquittal, then, con- 
clusive in a court established hy and^br the whole people of this 
Commonwealth, and so conclusive that the people may not 
openly gainsay it, — may not openly falsify it ; and yet so tn- 
conclusive that " such an association," a self-constituted spirit- 
ual court, not recognized by the civil law, and carefully denied 
all jurisdiction by the fundamental principles of their own plat- 
form, and the settled polity of two hundred years, — is a verdict 
of acquittal, I ask, so inconclusive, that " such an association ** 
may in conclave, sit in judgment on him who has been acquitted, 
reverse the verdict, and make a lasting record of his guilt ? 
Can that be a true legal doctrine which so counteracts the force 
of law ? — So thwarts common sense ? — So ungospels the min- 
isters of .Christ, the disciples of Him, who when guilt was open 
as the day, mercifully said, " Neither do I condemn thee : go, 
and sin no more." 

But the referees yet further proceed, and say, " When the 
plaintiff asked to be restored to his standing by rescinding their 
record, and also requested to be recommended to another asso- 
ciation, it became proper for them to discuss the matter, and act 
on it according to their convictions of truth and duty," 

This is, indeed, a vast principle. Certainly this law of the 
referees is " exceedingly broad." I will not venture to take 
you, step by step, over all the ground it covers ; for that would 
overtsisk both your patience and mine. Therefore, after a mo- 
mentary glance over this continent of clerical license, I will 
explore with you some of its most sinking localities. 

This, then, is the general principle, that if any minister seeks 
admission into a clerical association, they may so " discuss the 
matter," as to say, without restraint or limit, whatever they 
may think proper to say ; and that they may " act on it," whether 
by final vote or fixed record, just as tltey think proper ! — or, in 
the tantamount language of the referees, — " according to their 
convictions of truth and duty ! " This is breadth, — nay more, 
it is both latitude and longitude, with a vengeance. 

And now, after this rapid general survey of the principle it- 
self^ I beg your attention to a few striking particulars^ as to 
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the allowed practical operation of these clerical " convictions of 
truth and duty," j)ersuaded as I am, tliat even a hasty glance 
at the practical operation of any principle will more forcibly 
exhibit its character, and more clearly develop its scope, than 
the wisest abstract speculation of civil or canonical doctors. 

It matters not, — so the principle declares, — it matters not 
at all what those clerical ** convictions of truth and duty " are, 
— whence they come, — whither they go, or what they do. 
Reasonable or unreasonable, right or wrong, with law or against 
law, for good or for evil, they are alike and wholly irrespona- 
ble ! It matters not what prejudices bred them, — what bigot- 
ry nursed them, — what evidence they resisted, — what decision 
of court they annulled, or what verdict of jury they falsified. ^ 
matters not what interest they mar, — what character they ^^ 
fame, — what calling or business they ruin, — what church ^ 
society they molest, — what individual they harass and pr^^\ 
trate, or what family they afflict with deep and lasting distr^^^ 
No, no matter — none at all ! The law — (so the refer^^^ 
gravely assure us) — the law sits calm, and self-complacent, j^ "^ 
dif^nified, and unconcerned, — wholly indifFei*ent to all wror^^^ 
and all griefs, — yQi>, and all insults to the solemn verdict of 
own sanctuary, — provided the clerical association who do thc^^ 
wrongs, inflict these griefs, and mock the majesty of law, — co^ * 
mit such outrages on common sense " according to their convS- " 
tions of truth and duty," or, in other words, according to wht0^ 
ever is " right in their own eyes." 

Hitherto this sweeping license to clerical associations h^ ^ 
been shut out of our borders with a care and a decision whic^ 
have both expressed and preserved the deep moral sentiment cC^ 
the people within those borders. Our civil and ecclesiastia:^ 
institutions have been at all perio<ls, a discouraging bulwar"^ 
against the intrusion of such license. The genius of the CovC^ 
monwealth has sternly rebuked every aspiration for a power s^ 
adverse to what she has most loved and cherished. In no par^ 
of Massachusetts, in all its history, has there been, till now, ^' 
more constant or a more clear-sighted vigilance against th^= 
stealing in of such a power, than here, in your world-knowr^ 
metropolis. Without this deep-rooted principle of hostility tcP 
unmixed and unchecked clerical power, the light which has 
beamed from this spot on all nations, had never shined, and the 
deeds which have made its name imperishable to the end of 
time, had never been done, — no, never ! We feel too sure of 
the glory of the past, and too richly the enjoyment of the pres- 
ent, to be provident enough for the future. The time maj 
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come, and its silent step may not be far off, when there shall be 
felt a need, greater than we can now feel, of all those guaran- 
ties of civil and religious liberty which our fathers were so wise 
to establish, so vigilant to guard, and so self-sacrificing to de- 
fend. It is a thousand fold easier to keep them when possessed^ 
tlian to regain them when lost. Who knows the end, — who 
can foretell the result of a decision, which, if sustained, will 
stand as a recorded legal precedent in favor of secret ex parte 
clerical power over verdicts of juries and constitutions of gov- 
ernment, — a clerical power limited only by its own "convic- 
tions of truth and duty ? " " God save the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts " from the rflnk injustice and the certain perils 
of such juridical law / 



I wish also to express my gratitude to those editors and con- 
ductors of the public press, who have kindly aided me by pro- 
claiming to the world that my rights as a citizen — not to say as 
a clergyman — have been most unjustly invaded, and most 
wrongfully attempted to be wrested from me. Gentlemen of 
the press — should any of them be here to-night — from the 
bottom of my heart, I thank you. 

But to none do I — can I — ought I to feel so truly grate- 
ful, as to those men and women, the members of my church 
and congregation, — those true-hearted friends who stood stead- 
fastly by me in the midst of my severe trials and persecutions, 
when summer friends deserted me, and whose confidence in me 
was then, and still is unshaken and undiminished, and who now 
feel that those awful disclosures, so confidently predicted as 
coming out against me in the late trial, have proved to be awful 
disclosures of the deep-laid schemes and disgraceful efforts of 
my enemies to blast my reputation, and drive me out of my 
Master's vineyard, and out of the pale of all Christian and 
reputable society. 

Friends and fellow-citizens, in my statements in this address, 
I have not hesitated to speak plainly of the course of Mr. 
Adams, the unwearied and unrelenting principal in these trans- 
actions. Nay, more ; I have been compelled so to speak. Am 
I not right in so speaking ? Should I not be false to myself 
and false to justice not to speak out in such a cause ? I have 
said these things " more in sorrow than in anger ; " and I ap- 
peal to you whether I am not justified in stating the compli- 
cated and unbecoming ways in which, for many, many 
jearsy he has sought my earthly ruin, with a perseverance 
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which has never tired, and a vigilance which has never slept? 
Does Mr. Adams say, — does any one say for him, that he wad 
honest in his belief and conscientious in his duty whilst dogging 
my steps from youth to manhood, from State to State, auJ^ 
from year to year, without respite, and without mitigation of 
his obstinate purpose? Yes, and what is more, constantly"""""* 
renewing his eiforts, and unwilling to desist, even after finding^^ 

no charge sustained against my moral character in any place ' — 

by any person — at any period of my life. What ! Shall alLK 
this persecution, having all the aspect and all the effect of cm - ^ 
ehy, be sheltered under the plea of honesty, the rights of con- 
science, and the holy love of doing good ? Can such a plea w^ 
avail him in the sight of religion ? Shall it satisfy the claims^^ 

of common sense ? What, I pray you, is religion worth, — 

what is man's understanding good for, if both or either of them^tf^ 
justifies at all, or does not wholly condemn an obstinacy which.«:l 
defies evidence, — an honesty which regards neither the dictatesfs- 
of truth, nor the first and plainest principles of natural justice ?*2 
And now, fellow-citizens, permit me to say, in conclusion, that^ • 
in presenting my case before you, I have endeavored to do my^^ 
duty ; nothing more — nothing less. I have endeavored to do ^ 
it all along. I have, in no instance, been the aggressor. I have -^ 
simply aetod on the defensive. I felt as much bound to protect — ' 
my reputation from unjust aspersion, coming from so high a 
source, as to protect my person and my life from the dagger of 
the assassin. I felt it an imperious duty to resist, when men of 
high standing in the community were striving to rob me of that 
priceless jewel — a good name. And I still intend to do my 
duty according to the best of my ability, notwithstanding my 
little property has been exhausted, and more than exhausted in 
the unequal conflict with wealth and power. Having vindicated 
my character by forcing my accuser to shield himself, not be- 
hind the truth of his charges, as he would have done, had there 
been any valid evidence of their truth, but behind the law of 
privilege to libel and slander me, — having done this, I say, I 
ought not — \ do not think much of the loss of my worldly 
substance. And were it not for a dependent family, and cer^ 
jsixn obligations justly due, I should not think of it at all. With 
that help which comes from God's unforeseen providence, and 
which, though not seen, the weak are encouraged to rely on, I 
shall press this mattter to the utmost limit which the principles 
of the gospel and the laws of my country will allow. Gentle- 
men standing at the head of the legal profession, have assured 
me that the record of the Association, which I have been seek- 
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ing to get rescinded, is a perpetual libel, and that no statute of 
limitation can protect its authors or retainers before a judge and 
jury. I sliall not cease my efforts to have that record erased, 
that the book, which contains it, may tell the truth, and not a 
lie ; a book open to the inspection of every new member, and 
liable to be cited as authority to the end of time. 

But perhaps you will say, Why persevere in this unequal 
conflict with wealth and power ? Why not give up the contest, 
when the odds are so fearfully against you ? Why ? Because 
it is my sacred right that that false and infamous record be re- 
scinded, and my sacred dxuty never to cease my efforts so long 
as it remains unrescinded. And in these efforts I shall perse- 
vere while life and breath remain ; and if I fail, I will leave it, 
when dying, as a legacy to my children. 

Fellow-citizens, you have heard my simple story, my plain 
reasons, and common sense principles, on whose united strength 
I i*est my hope of your just sentiment and corresponding sym- 
pathy in behalf of the cause which, single-handed, and with 
exhausted funds, I am called to vindicate against the advantages 
of wealth, of social position, of busy prejudice, of public and 
private calumny, and of temporary success. But though cast 
down, I am not forsaken. God lias laid the foundations of jus- 
tice too broad and deep for the utter discouragement of a right- 
eous hoi>e. This night bears witness to the hand of that Prov- 
idence which reaches, as in the blaze of noon, what, to the 
purblind eye of man, is wrapped in the deep darkness of mid- 
night. There t«, indeed, a spirit in man, and verily the inspira- 
tion of the Almighty /*a//e given him xinderstanding ; and never 
is that spirit and that understanding so wisely employed as in 
watching and admiring the developments of liis Providence ac- 
cording to the established laws of his realm, both of universal 
matter and universal mind. The laws of our moral being are 
the laws of God, and) when duly pondered, are marvellous in 
our ^"^^^^ 

In accordance with those laws, written on all hearts, the 
rights which I have here asserted as my own, are more than 
mine. No man's rights are solitary. The claims of justice are 
isolated to no man. They are not the less common because the 
more individual. The golden chain which encircles humanity, 
if broken anywhere, is whole nowhere. If my own special 
occasion and private need have compelled me to invite your 
presence and invoke your aid, it is some relief to this personal 
hnmiliation, that public as well as private justice speaks 
throagh me. I could not consent to be here if my cause or my 

27 
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heart were alone. The wide world would he but a prisoner's 
cell, which the fulness of the world would make yet more a 
solitude, if my own claims of justice found no responsive ecbo 
from the voice of surrounding humanity. But I hiow, and it 
is my unspeakable joy to know, that I am not alone, — that I 
am compassed by no such desolation. I see, l/eel the evidence 
that the sentiments I have here uttered, and the principles I 
have here declared, arc your sentiments — are your principles, 
and that, therefore, 7wy wrongs and my griefs, however much 
my own, are, in a measure, yours. Your kind presence, your 
earnest attention, your visible emotion, all, all tell me of your 
apprehension for all rights when molested in the person of tha 
humblest individual. Yes, what I witness here this hour, give* 
me perfect knowledge tliat, great as is your habitual, inbred 
respect for law, it disappears, — it vanishes, — it turns to hate, 
when law and justice are antagonists to each other. I freely 
confess — I cannot withhold the confession, for it leaps from 
the abundance of my heart — that I am moved, greatly moved 
by that prevailing sense of right, whose united expression 
strengthens the principle of right in the heart of every indi- 
vidual, and thus makes it the common strength of all. I am, 
this moment, more than ever conscious of the might of truth 
and the majesty of justice, when I thus see them presiding at 
once, over the convictions of the understanding, and the sympa- 
thies of the heart. I feel more than ever overcome, and yet more 
than ever lifted up, by a sense of His goodness who has fixed in 
the bosom of human nature, this watchful safeguard of its ever- 
lasting necessities. I feel, as present, the upholding hand of 
Him who teaches, by this lesson of his Providence through 
you, that there is, in all our race, a power to understand and a 
necessity to ai)provc those eternal principles of justice, without 
which man cannot be man, nor God himself be God. 

Fellow-citizens, ladies and gentlemen, friends and strangers ! 
I thank you all, — I thank you more than lean tell, — for your 
patient ear and earnest heart, while I have so long detained 
you on a subject which has no attraction for you or me, separate 
from the claims of justice which humanity everywhere is priv- 
ileged to respect. In return for all this kindness, I can offer 
you, iu addition to my hearty thanks, nothing but my earnest 
prayer that prosperity may abide in your lot, and that in adver- 
sity, should it ever overtake you, you may have the strong sup- 
port of a clear conscience and an approving God. 

The delivery and subsequent publication of this 
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address produced the most happy results to me, but 
most disastrous to my opponent, as any one might see, 
unless his eyes were closed and sealed 



CHAPTER XXVI. 

There is one thing contained in that award which 
claims special notice. Instead of inserting in their 
award, the preamble and vote of January 7th, 1845, 
which states the ground and the specifications of my 
suit against Dr. Adams, and which the Association re- 
fused to rescind by solemn vote, July 10th, 1849, the 
referees pass that over in silence, and proceed to quote 
from the book of records, another preamble and vote, 
which I did not know was among their recorded doings, 
till the trial had commenced. In order to show the 
reader what a stupendous fraud had been practised on 
the referees in the copy of that preamble and vote 
which was furnished them for their guide, I will here 
quote that portion of it which exhibits the fraud in the 
most appalling light: — 

Whereas, in the opinion of the Association the preamble and 
vote of 7th of January, 1845, in the case of Mr. Fairchild, 
would better express what were the views of the Association, 
should the language of the result of the Exeter council be 
strictly followed in said preamble and vote, therefore, voted, that 
said language be introduced into said preamble and vote so that 
they sliall read as follows : — 

Whereas, an ecclesiastical council held at Exeter, N. H., in 
July last, for the purpose of hearing and examining certain 
charges against the moral character of licv. Joy II. Fairchild, 
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a member of this Association, and at that time pastor of the first 
church in Exeter, at which a committee of this Association was 
present, did declare their deep conviction that Mr. Fairchild 
cannot be innocent in this matter concerning wJiich he waft 
charged; and did on tins ground declare that unless he can 
present a clearer vindication of himself before some tribunal 
more competent than ourselves to compel the attendance of 
witnesses, and the utterance of all the truth, he ought not, and 
so far as our decision goes, does not, longer hold the place of 
minister in the church of Christ.** 

Near the close of the result of the Exeter Council, thes^ 
reader will mark the sentence, " and till such act be do}i€y^ 
commencing immediately after the words " utterance*^ 
of all the truth." The sentence is, indeed, a short one z 
but it is full of meaning. // is the very hiti^e on whidff^ 
the. true import of thai result turns. But it would seouEX 
that the eyes of the referees were not permitted to seot 
it. And yet those gentlemen find it stated in the pre-^ 
amble and vote that "the Association are foUow^n^i 
strictly the language of the result of the Exeter Coun-^- 
cil ! " When I pointed out this omission to the Rev.^v 
Mr. Kirk, in an interview with him in February, 1854.^ 
he could not believe it possible. He said he thought ift'i 
must be a mistake of the printer. At his suggestion, It 
went directly to the clerk of the court, and requested^ 
permission to look at the aw^ard of the referees. But^ 
alas ! on searching it, I found that the printer had made 
no mistake. Now the question comes up here with 
irresistible force, who gave the referees that false and 
garbled copy, assuring them that " the language of the 
result of the Exeter Council was strictly followed" 
therein? Will the referees assume the responsibility 
of the omission ? or will Mr. Choate, or Mr. Hubbard ? 
Or must it rest on Dr. Adams ? If any one else is the 
guilty man, and is willing to burden himself with such 
a weighty and disgraceful responsibility by an open 
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avowal of the fact, he is perfectly at liberty to do so. I, 
for one, shall not envy him the honor. And if it be in- 
deed true that a clergyman perpetrated the fraud, I 
would advise him neither to preach nor to speak any 
more against the tergiversations and crooked doings of 
pot-house politicians. 

After this address had been so widely circulated and 
so extensively read, and the press in noticing it, had 
rebuked Dr. Adams in such thunder tones for the man- 
ner in which he had persecuted and slandered me, I did 
think that his love of self if nothing else, would never 
allow him again to use his tongue or his pen to my 
injury, and that whatever amount of malice he might 
have harbored towards me, would be either exorcised, or 
henceforth shut up and closely confined in his own 
breast. More than two months having passed away, 
and hearing nothing from him or his friends in relation 
to my address, we concluded that he had indeed laid 
down his arms and given up the contest. We then 
began to move, though very cautiously, towards secur- 
ing a suitable site on which to erect a church edifice ; 
and on the last Sabbath but one in May, 1852, I had 
the pleasure of announcing to my congregation that I 
had obtained a site which I deemed quite as eligible 
and desirable for such an object as any other in South 
Boston. On Wednesday evening of that very week, 
another scheme for my ruin was developed ; and we 
soon learned that Dr. Adams was deeply concerned in 
it. As this will doubtless be regarded by the reader as 
one of the most " remarkable incidents " in my history, 
it will be proper that I should go into the matter some- 
w^hat in detail. •• 

Mr. Reuben Hunting and Sarah, his wife, were then 
members of my church, but had removed from SoutJi 

27* 
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Boston ill the fall of 1849 to reside in Newton Place, s. 
few doors from Beach Street, near Washington Street* 
On the Wednesday evening referred to, he had invited 
the leading male members of my church to meet at his 
house, on business, as he said, of great importance. As 
most of the brethren were previously engaged, only 
three accepted the invitation. Soon after their arrival 
he proceeded to let them know what the business was 
by reading a paper signed by his wife, stating, in sub- 
stance, that she called at iny house in August, 1849, 
and that I insulted her, and mentioned certain trans- 
actions, though very particular to say that there was 
nothing criminal. As soon as the paper was read, the 
brethren very freely expressed their opinion respecting 
it, — that there was no truth in it, — that it was so im- 
probable and inconsistent as to carry falsehood on the 
face of it. And when they left they took the paper to 
bring to me, as it was their duty to do. Mr. and Mrs. 
Hunting requested that they might retain the paper 
awhile in order to take a copy, as they had none. This 
request was granted, on the promise that they would 
return it to one of the brethren, who agreed to call for 
it on Friday morning. The brother called at the n\> 
pointed time ; but they utterly refused to give up the 
paper. They admitted the promise, but said they had 
taken advice, and changed their minds; and finally 
told the brother that they could not give it up, for it 
had been destroyed. He wished to know who had giv- 
en them such advice ? But they were not inclined to 
tell him. He, suspecting who it was, asked them if Dr. 
Adams was their adviser? Here they demurred. But 
he pressed for an answer. ••At length they replied that 
" Dr. Adams had advised them, and told them it was 
very important that they should know what the Jaw 
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tial to a full and correct knowledge of the caee is clearly 
stated in those two documents. I will, however, just 
mention the fact that Mrs. Hunting, in defending 
herself before llie church, had not finished her iirst sen- 
tence without distinctly stating that Dr. Adams wiis her 
spiritual adviser. She spoke of it in such tones and 
with such an air of confidence as seemed to say, " Go 
contrary to his advice, if you dare." Suffice it here to 
say, that as the church refused a mutual council, Mr. and 
Mrs. Hunting having made Dr. Adams their spiritual 
adviser, in due time called an exparte council, pf -which 
we, how^ev(»r, knew nothing till Friday evening, Septem- 
ber 24, 1852, and the council was to convene the next 
Wednesday, at 10 o'clock a.m. 

The following is a true copy of the letter missive : — 



To THE 



Boston, Sept 22, 1852. 



- CuuRcn, Boston: — 

Dear liretliren, — The undersigned, having recently been 
suspended by the Payson Church, in consequence of chaining 
the piL^tor, Rvv. Joy II. Fairchild, with immond conduct to- 
wards one of us, and having been denied a mutual council to 
investigate our case, hereby request you to meet in exparte 
council, by your pastor and a delegate, to hear our statement, 
and determine whether we have been justly deprived of our 
churcli standing, and thereby excluded from communion and 
fellowship with other churches. 

The council will meet in Boston, on ^Wednesday, September 
29th instant, at 10 o'clock, a.m., at No. 13 Beach street. 

The churches invited are 



Old South Church, Boston, 

Essex stree't " " 

Bowdoin " " 

Salem « « 

Mt. Vernon " " 

Park stn;et " « 
Kjist Ho^iton 



Rev. Dr. Blagden. 

" " Adams. 

" " Waterbury. 

" « Beecher. 

« Mr. Kirk. 

« " Stone. 

" " Clark. 



Wishing you grace, mercy, and peace, we are 

Kespcctfiilly, Yours in Christ, 

Reuben Hunting. 
No. 12 Newton Pla<-e, Beech street. Sakah Hunting. 
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The council met agreeably to the above request, and 
appointed Dr. Beecher as moderator, and Mr. Clark of 
East Boston, as scribe. As soon as the council was 
ready to proceed to business, Mr. Calvin Walton, clerk 
of my church, and chairman of the committee, pre- 
sented to the moderator the foUowmg protest : — 

At a meeting of the Payson Church at South Boston, held 
on the evening of the 28th day of September, 1852, the church 
voted to adopt the following Protest, to be presented to the 
erparfe council, called by Reuben Hunting and Sarah Hunt- 
ing his wife, as appears by a copy of a letter missive sent to 
this church, should such council assemble. 

To the moderator and members of the exparte council, so 
called, convened at No. 13 Beach street, Boston, on the 29th 
of September, 1852, by request of Reuben Hunting and Sarah 
Hunting his wife. 

We, the Payson Church in South Boston, in the exercise 
and maintenance of our rights, hereby jjrotest against any su- 
pervision, review, or other ecclesiastical action whatever being 
had by you uix)n the case of Reuben Hunting and Sarah 
Hunting, as touching their suspension from membership with 
us, inasmuch as such council is neither competent, nor has it 
just occasion to pass upon, or in any way interfere with, our 
action in said case. 

It is needless now to detail the reasons, including the abun- 
dant and decisive evidence which governed our final action in 
the aforesaid case, a part of which reasons and ♦he nature of 
which evidence, are summarily stated and characterized in the 
communications duly made from time to time to Mr. and Mrs. 
Hunting. But we, the church, would remark, that, whatever 
authority, approved precedent, or necessity may seem to justify 
or demand the interference of an exparte council righteously 
composed, for the relief of plain or probable hardship, no au- 
thority, approved precedent, or necessity whatever, can demand 
or justify the interference of an exvarte council in the aforesaid 
case of Mr. and Mrs, Hunting, who have never, to our knowl- 
edge, complained of irregularity in the process of discipline 
against them, nor of a severity, in their suspension, dispropor- 
ate to the offences charged against them, and whose offence 
against the plainest rule of Scripture and their own covenant 
obligations, was not only clearly proved, but admitted and per- 
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sisted in, in presence of the church. It may be proper to add, 
that the vote sustaining the charges against Mr. and MrA. 
Hnnting, (which were three in number,) was passed at an 
unusually large meeting of the church, and with entire una- 
nimity, after both parties and various witnesses had been fully 
examined and heard. 

Nor is this all ; for in respect to the imputed misconduct of 
our pastor, while the story of the principal accuser, told by her 
to the church, was not only improbable, inconsistent, and con- 
tradictory in itself, but wholly irreconcilable with other state- 
ments made by her elsewhere, to divers other persons, — such 
im{)uted misconduct could not have been scripturally or ecclesi- 
astically found to be real, on the testimony of Mrs. Hunting 
alone, (who was the only authority pretended in the allega- 
tion,) even if her story were consistent, and her veracity unim- 
peachcd. (1 Tim. 5 : 19.) 

The case being, as above comprehensively stated, and the 
church being so clearly and unanimously convinced of the 
same as to need neither " light nor peace " on the subject, a 
mutual council even, would, in our estimation, have been un- 
called for, superfluous, and of evil tendency. 

And we, the said Payson Church, do accordingly hereby 
protest against any interi'erence of any exparte council in the 
case of Mr. and Mrs. Hunting, as disorderly, arrogant, and 
subversive of the rights, liberties, constitutional jurisdiction, and 
settled usage of the churches. 

We might speak at large of the extraordinary and unwar- 
rantable composition of the council, — of the undue haste and 
insullicient notice of the time, j)lace, and purpose of its meet- 
ing, — and of other matters, which, in their strong combination 
would go to demonstrate the gross impropriety of its existence 
and contemplated action, as well as its utter incompetency to do 
any thing in the premises ; but as time presses, and as matters 
now are, protesting as above, and waiving no rights, we do but 
barely mention and suggest, in general terms, sorne of the many 
considerations which might be more distinctly stated, and more 
specifically enlarged upon, to persuade, if not to deter the coun- 
cil from the impertinent business it may assume to entertain 
and act upon.. 

In conclusion, we, the Payson Church, reaffirming our own 
acts as proper, being within our own jurisdiction, — and as 
righteous, being in conformity with the truth, would renewedly 
protest against any action of said exparte council, so called, 
both as incompetent and as having no occasion therefor ; and in 
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no way yielding our own rights or authority, but with Christian 
fidelity, admonishing of responsibilities, and forewarning of con- 
sequences, would submit the foregoing. 

This protest was presented to the moderator of the 
exparle council by the clerk, as directed. 

A note was soon received from the scribe of the coun- 
cil, informing me and the Payson Church that the coun- 
cil had adjourned for two weeks to afford the church 
further opportunity to communicate their views to said 
council. 

Neither Dr. Waterbury nor Mr. Stone had any thing 
to do with this council. They did not consent to be- 
come members, nor did their respective churches appoint 
delegates. As the letters missive were read in the 
church prayer-meetings on Friday evening, the editors 
of several of our papers soon learnt what was going on, 
and some of them were unsparing in their censures on 
Dr. Adams for presuming to sit as a member of an ex- 
parle council to adjudicate any matter relating to my 
interest, however remotely, giving him distinctly to un- 
derstand that any decision unfavorable to me from suck 
a council would have little weight in this community. 
The pressure of public sentiment came upon him so 
heavily, that when the council assembled he sent a note 
to the moderator, stating, that for obvious reasons, he 
withdrew from the council. After advising and assist 
ing in its formation, and getting them together to do his 
ungracious work, he absented himself, and left the other 
four clergymen, with all the delegates, to do his bidding. 
But it is worthy of remark that his delegate did not 
withdraw. In relation to this matter, a correspondent 
sent a brief communication to the Transcript in defence 
of Dr. Adams, from which I will here quote a sentence 
or two. " By Congregational usage, those who call a 
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council invite whom they please, and no person becomes 
a member of the council till he accepts. In the ca$e 
referred to yesterday, Dr. Adams was invited, but w^hea 
the council met yesterday, a letter was received from him 
declining to act upon the council, and he has not beeix 
a member." Whoever wrote this, was either himself 
deceived, or he meant to deceive others ; for nothing can. 
be more susceptible of proof, \^dthout regard to the tes- 
timony of the Huntings, than that Dr. Adams w^as the 
prime mover in the whole affair of that council, — 
that he consulted some, at least, of the pastors about 
the matter, before they w^ere invited, and one of them, 
who became a member, advised Dr. Adams not to have 
any council called. A member of his own church told 
me that he was present when Dr. Adams read the lettei 
missive, and that he advocated the appointment of a 
delegate, and stated that it Was a proper occasion for 
an exparte council, and referred to the Cambridge plat- 
form as his authority. 

When the council met at the end of two weeks, only 
one clergyman was present, — the Rev. Dr. Blagden ; 
and he was appointed moderator J)ro iem. The Rev. 
Mr. Clark, the scribe, sent a letter to the council resign- 
ing his office and withdrawing his membership. The 
Rev. Mr. Kirk also sent a similar letter, which he after- 
wards gave me permission to read, and which met my 
approbation. So that, at the second meeting of the 
council, there were only two clerical members, and one 
of them was absent. The council again adjourned for 
two or three weeks, thus keeping the matter in a state 
of suspense before the public mind, greatly to my injury. 

The council met for the third and last time on the 
13th day of October. Mr. Clark had been prevailed on 
to return to the council and resume his office as scribe ; 
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but he went back, as he told me, to oppose them, and 
prevent their doing what he clearly saw, was a great 
wrong. And I would hope that Dr. Blagden remained 
a member of the council for the same purpose, as his 
conduct towards me has since been uniformly kind and 
courteous. 



CHAPTER XXVII. 

The church sent a committee of three to attend this 
session of the council to watch their doings, and to pre- 
sent a second protest. I also requested one or two re- 
porters to be present, that the public might know what 
was going on. But the reporters were excluded, and 
so were the committee. They were not permitted to 
remain even to hear the reading of their own protest, 
which is as follows : — 

The Payson Church would, with due respect and fidelity, 
hereby represent to the exparte council, so (billed, Which stands 
adjourned to meet on the 13th instant, at No. 3, Beach street, 
Boston, that this church has had quite too much annoyance 
already, from a meddling interference of its neighbors, and es- 
pecially from certain not very neighborly ministers, to brook its 
renewal, in its present aspect, with tongue-tied patience. And 
yet we hope not to be betrayed, by any past or present wrongs, 
however perversely inflicted, into any statement, or the use of 
any language, which plain facts will not warrant, or the extra- 
ordinary occasion does not evidently justify and demand. 

It is not the purpose of this church to enter upon, or in any 
w^ay encourage a protracted ecclesiastical controversy with any 
churches or ministers who may have a disposition for unprofita- 
ble strife ; but rather by a timely, faithful remonstrance and 
protest against irregularity, usurpation, and manifest injustice, 
to terminate a controversy which we apprehend the exparte 
council and its busy fomenters would have been wise to have 

28 
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left oif before at all meddling with it. Our interest is j^foiMi 
Our disposition favors it. Our j)resent manifest duties require 
it. Our comfort and us(?fulness depend upon it, and, we think, 
the comfort and usefuhiess of our clerical and ecclesiastical 
neighbors will be not less promoted than our own, by seeking 
the things which make for peace, and things whereby one may 
edify anoth(*r. We seek our own proper editication as a first 
duty. We have no superfluous energies to waste abroad with 
any who may seek occasion to withdraw us from hopeful 
prospects at home. We have, with solemn deliberation, un- 
dertaken a work which, with the divine favor, we intend ear- 
nestly to pursue to its completion. If called, for a brief time, 
from so cheering a duty, to remonstrate and protest, once and 
again, with becoming self-res {)ect, agJiinst the intrusion of an 
exparle council into affairs not their own, and for which they 
are in many ways incompetent, our remonstrance and protest 
being made, we hoi)e to resume our work at home, leaving those 
who ir///, to be busy bodies in other men's matters, though waiv- 
ing no right to hold them to their proper responsibilities, as 
future discretion and duty may determine. 

Our former protest was brief, though, we trust, not uncom- 
prehensive or inexplicit. The exceedingly short time, (three 
secular days,) between the notification to us of the meeting of 
the council, and its actual meeting, seemed as if designed to 
prevent an adequate opportunity for our dehberate and prudent 
action in defence or assertion of our inherent and constitutional 
rights ; and especially inadequate to collect the witnesses, pro- 
cure the written evidence, collate authorities and precedents, 
and make other due preparation and arrangement for an elabo- 
rate investigation, if thought proper, before a body so remark- 
ably, not to say unscrupulously, composed. 

Tiie adjournment of the council, however, affords us an un- 
expected opportunity to renew and extend our protest by these 
j)resents, perhaps the la-^t ecclesiastical expression to the council 
of the strong sense we entertain of our own rights and liberties, 
or of their unwarrantable assumption of oversight and authority 
in such matters. 

It is very true, and a truth not to be suppressed, that this 
church entertains no very sanguine hope that a council so con- 
stituted and so arranged, will so lay aside their habitual feelings, 
or so postpone their foregone conclusions, Jis to pause at any 
principles however plain, or any truths however forcible, which 
may admonish those feelings, or thwart those conclusions. 

The possibility of a useful effect, sometimes justifies an an 
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promising experiment, and the endeavor which is desperate in 
rcsjHict to those most concerned, is often the more beneficial to 
others more remotely interested. For both these reasons, as 
well as from a proper self-res|>ect and a due regard to an intel- 
ligent Christian public, we now proceed to set forth in, and as 
a part of, our protest, the following facts and considerations, as a 
portion and sample of what we might detain and weary the 
council with. 

1. The time when this fresh experiment to vex and annoy us 
was undertaken. It is widely known that in January last, our 
pastor, the Rev. Joy II. Fairchild, delivered in Tremont Tem- 
ple an address, which was afterwards extensively diffused in 
pamphlet, in which he effectively narrated many most remark- 
able proceedings, ministerial, associational, ecclesiastical, and 
civil, by which he, with many others, thought himself oppressed, 
in oixier that he might obtain necessary pecuniary means for just 
legal relief and redress. In the course of his address he had 
occasion to nan-ate many facts tending directly to exculpate 
himself^ and incidentally to develop the strange doings of others. 
It was an address which, we think, his opponents would find 
exceedingly difficult to gainsay or resist. At least so have 
thought very many careful and discerning readers of the ad- 
dress. Those who were most impugned by it were sufficiently 
discreet to let it alone, notwithstanding its manly. Christian 
character, its sure tendency, and its noticeable effects. Its facts 
were too true, its principles too plain, and its logic too demon- 
strative to be answered or tampered with. In short, it did not 
fail to operate to a considerable extent, and by its own force, to 
disarm prejudice, and greatly modify or entirely change an un- 
favorable public sentiment towards its author. Spreading wider 
and wider, though by slow degrees, it awakened new and gen- 
erous sympathies both towards our depressed pastor, and his 
straitened flock. This returning light gave us new counige. 
Our place of worship, though hallowed by tears, and by many 
endearing associations such as prosperity seldom or never cre- 
ates, was yet inconvenient, and in many respects inapproprijite 
to those demands of public sentiment which must be measurn- 
bly complied with, in order to secure a larger and more useful 
influence in a portion of the city needing more ample and sea- 
sonable provision for its increasing population. 

After much careful consideration, we resolved to do what we 
could to provide a place of public worship more suitable for our 
own accommodation, and less discouraging to the growth and 
prosperity of our church and society. Accordingly, we deter- 
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mined, doing our own utmost, to solicit help from others more 
prospered lh«in ourselves. We made arrangements to procure 
an elijifible site for a church, which we have since obtained. 
We authorized and requested our pastor to solicit contributions, 
a work which he commenced with too much success to be well- 
pleasing to old and obstinate resentments. It was soon busilj 
whispered, by those whose friendship we had most reason to 
distrust, tluit if we would get rid of our pastor, help should not 
be wanting, — terms which we were by no means disposed to 
comply with. In the midst of our plans and pursuits, this new 
vexation was sprung upon us, and, if the strong language of 
the nominal principal in the transaction may be relied on, by 
the artful endeavor of an inveterate disturber of our peace« 
Leaving, then, the considenition of the time of this new out- 
break to its own just force, whatever it may be, and merely add- 
ing that its occurrence was not till nearly two years from the 
pretended occasion for complaint, as first alleged by the princi- 
pal in the accusation of our pastor, we now proceed to state 
sumnmrily, yet substantially, our action, with its reasons, in the 
discipline complained of to the council in the case of Mrs. 

II alone, as the vindication of our course in respect to the 

principal in the accusation of our p«astor will leave no ground 
of complaint for the suspension of her accessory^ her case occu- 
pying all the ground covered by his, as may be seen by their 
joint letters missive, for an exparte council, in which they in 
part truly set forth both our action and its cause in the following 
words, namely: — ** The undersigned having recently been sus- 
pended by the Payson Church, South Boston, in consequence 
of charging the pitstor. Rev. Joy II. Fairchild, with immoral 
conduct towards one of us." 

The misconduct thus charged as immoral, is not pretended to 
have been criminal, or to have been with criminal intent. In- 
deed, such intent is virtually and strongly denied by the prin- 
cipal accuser, by the declaration that she made an unsuc<;essful 
experiment on his virtue, " to ascertain how far he would go ! " a 
declaration which, if it does not shock the exparte council, and 
cast a dark shadow on all her testimony, did shock this church, 
and, confirming other grounds of distrust as to her veracity, cast 
discredit on her whole story as to the offence charged. 

By our covenant, if a private fault has been committed by 
any member, (and a pa"<tor\s membership, actual if not formal, 
is recognized by an established and long-settled principle of 
Congregationalism,) that fault may not at once be divulged, nor 
until after the failure of a more private procedure wisely pro- 
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Bcribed by the acknowledged Head of the church. This is the 
ecclesiastical rule in respect to at least all private offences. In 
respect to crime, however secret its perpetration, the criminal 
law of a State takes a more summary course, and if the crime 
is legally established, and the criminal is a member of a church, 
Buch church, assuming that the crime is already divulged and 
established, may if it see fit summarily proceed to inflict due 
censure on the offender, and to cut him off from their fellowship 
Such is the distinction between the civil and the ecclesiastical 
code, — a distinction in either case evidently wise, each method 
of procedure being adapted to the nature, objects, and necessity 
of the community for which their several codes are ordained. 

But in the ecclesiastical case in question, it is not pretended 
that the rule prescribed by the Saviour has been complied with. 
On the contrary its violation is distinctly admitted, and at- 
tempted to be justified by the nature of the alleged fault, and 
the official character and relations of the alleged offender, — 
an exception for which, if the offence were actual, no provision, 
explicit or implied, is made by the supreme ecclesiastical law. 
That law, then, being our guide, our action in accordance with 
it cannot be impugned without impugning the law. 

But if an exce{)tion, so explicit and express as to be unques- 
tionable, really existed in respect to official delinquency, still 
the accusation would be irregular and inadmissible on another 
ground too clear and palpable to be creditably misapprehended. 
Indeed, so well known and obvious is that ground, that in ordi- 
nary cases we could have no occasion to mention it, much less 
to defend it before a council of pastors and delegates of churches. 
It would be almost an affront not to presume that it is antici- 
pated by such a body. We offtjr, however, no apology for ex- 
pressly stating both the rule and the principle of the rule, as it is 
laid down in Scripture, as to the case of a minister of the gospel. 
" Against an elder receive not an accusation^ but before two or 
iliree witnesses'* (1 Tim. v. 19.) By the term elder^ according 
to the general understanding of the term, is included the pastor 
of a church. 

The rule, then, is explicit, unqualified by any exception, and 
so plain that the great body of expositors of the New Testa- 
ment, in all countries and periods, and of all denominations of 
Christians, declare its meaning as with one voice. But if this 
rule of Scripture had been questionable, or even if, by universal 
consent, no such express rule of Scripture existed, it would yet 
be a plain conclusion of common .sense and ordinary discretion, 
that the principle of the rule should operate to establish the 

28* 
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practice which the rule itself so expressly enjoins. This prin- 
ciple is so cleftrly and comprehensively stated by Dr. Doddridge, 
in his Exposition of the New Testament, that we will here cite 
in full his own words, not doubting that his explanation of the 
rule and the reason of it, is the irresistible conclusion of every 
unbiased and considerate mind. Speaking of elders, and citing 
the words of Paul, Dr. Doddridge says, ** great care should be 
taken that their reputation, on which their usefulness will so 
much depend, may not be lightly impeached. Accordingly do 
not receive an accusation agaiiist an elder, unless on t/ie testimony 
of two or three credible witnesses,** for the single report of any 
one pt*.'son is not material enough to set against the word of an 
elder, maintaining his own innocence. (See Fam. Expos, on 
1 Tim. V. 19.) 

The rule, then, being plain and indisputable, and the reason of 
it being clear and cogent, it as clearly follows that an accusa- 
tion, not corroborated by other testimony than that of the a^v 
cuser, is a violation of the spirit and obvious intent of that rule- 
The end for which the rule is given, is plainly nothing else than 
tlie reasonable and just protraction of character; and, in its 
proper application to that end, it forbids any and all impeach- 
ment, whether by the church collectively or by any individual 
member of it, without the concurrent testimony of the prescribed 
number of witnesses. The letter of the law shows the spirit of 
the law. The letter of it is, ** Against an elder receive not an 
accusation," etc. That which cannot be ecclesiastically receit^d, 
cannot be ecclesiastically offered ; for if its reception is forbid- 
den {IS unjust, or as tending to wrong, its presentation is like- 
wise forbidden, as having the same injurious effect or tendency. 
Such an accusation, therefore, is unlawful, and, as such, is a 
ceu'^urable offence. 

Does any one object, that we claim for our pastor a clerical 
or officiid privikge ? Our answer to such a question is, that 
the exaction is not ours, but the gospel's. If the law is phiin, 
and its import obligatory, we have no alternative. Duty, then, 
is not a matter of option, but of prescribed authority. But 
though the rule is explicit and mandatory in respect to ciders or 
ministers, the due practice in respect to all members of the 
church is the same, as laid down by acknowledged congrega- 
tional authority. The first article in the Congregational Dic- 
tionary, recently commended to the public by the moderator of 
this council, oj)ens as follows, namely : " Accusations in discipline 
should not be received, unless on the testimony of two or three 
witnesses." The authorities there cited in support of this uni- 
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versal rule, arc Goodwin's Church GovemmeiU^ p. 129, and 
MitcheWs Gutdey p. 103 ; to which may be added Mather's 
McUio DisciplincBy p. 148. A like universal rule governs the 
practice of the four thousand Presbyterian churches in the 
United States. 

Was, then, the accusation by Mrs. II a censurable of- 
fence? This depends, ecclesiastically viewed, on the number 
of witnesses to accredit and corroborate her own testimony. 
Were there two ? Was there a solitary one ? Confessedly she 
stands alone, with no support whatever; no, not even the sup^ 
port of a consistent or probable story. 

We cannot reasonably suppose that Mrs. H was ignorant 

either of the plain rule of Scripture, or of her own covenant en- 
gagement. The presumption, in every church, in respect to 
each and all of its members, is, that duties plainly taught and 
voluntarily assented to, are sufficiently understood to be duly 

practised. But if, in the case of Mrs. H , there might have 

been room to entei*tain a doubt of her unaided capacity to un- 
derstand her acknowledged or assumed obligations, yet as she 
professes to have put herself under the special care of the Rev. 
Dr. Adams, as her select spiritual adviser in regard to her scrip- 
tural and covenant obligations, we are not permitted by ordi- 
nary rules of action, to entertain those scruples which in some 
other extreme cases might claim our indulgence. But even if 
she liad been misled in her application for spiritual advice, to 
one who was so conversant with, and had taken so deep an in- 
terest in our affairs, still we could not see any occasion for the 
plea of ignorance while persisting in her irregular course after 
due admonition of her error. 

Plainly, then, the offence for which Mrs. H. was suspended 
from our fellowship was fully sustained, and who shall say 
that this church might not so declare, or might not determine 
what, or what measure of censure her manifest offence claimed? 
To wrest the matter from their hands, or in any way to weaken 
those hands, even by a seeming doubt of due authority or the 
just and proper use of it, would be rash, arrogant, and altogether 
reprehensible on the part of any council, however composed, 
who should assume or presume so to interfere and intermeddle ; 
and what measure of condemnation and indignant rebuke would 
be too severe, for such arrogance and presumption on the part 
of an exparte council so sorted and composed as the present, 
further developments in this protest may, perhaps, suggest to 
any whom discretion has not utterly for^^aken. 

To .all thid we may more distinctly add, that the church sitting 
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as the only competent jury and tribunal in the matter, were con- 
vinced by evidence to us pertoctly conclusive, that the principal 
accuser was not to be credited for the statements wliich »he 
made, while we were fully satisfied, ujjon tlie most cjireful ex- 
amination of all tiic evidence, that Mr. and Mrs. H. had been 
not only guilty, and grossly and knowingly guilty of slander and 
falsehood, but as grossly and knowingly guilty of violating tlieir 
covenant vows, not merely by a breach of the law regarding 
accusations against an elder, but by keeping their pretended 
wrong and grievance from the knowledge both of tJie pastor 
and of the church, for nearly two long years, ac*conling to their 
own showing, and then, which was far worse, by retailing the 
>hinder to those who were known to them as both our, and our 
pastor's most inveterate enemies, before telling it either to the 
person who they pretended had done the wrong, or to the church 
of which she and they were membci"S. 

In furth<*r vindiciition of our course, we would refer the coun* 
cil to the documents in general, (presumed to be already in their 
hands), showing the progress and character of our doings in the 
case of discipline complained of, from the time of our incipient 
measures to the timt^ of our ^^provisional reply ^* to the note of 
IVIr. and Mrs. IL, dated July 23d, informing us of their appeal 
to the judgment of a mutual council ; which '' provisional reply," 
together with so much of our final " explicit and definite rejtly^ 
dated September 7lh, as needs to be here cited, we subjoin, 
commending both, but especially the latter, to the attentive 
perusal Jind careful consideration of the council, however super- 
fluous might be such auxiliaries to less interested minds. 

The first or provisional reply is contained in the following 
r<y;or/ of a committee of this church, which report was unani- 
mously adopted at its regular meeting. 

" Your committee, having duly considered the joint note of 
Mr. and Mrs. Hunting, of July 23d, respecting a mutual coun 
cil, would respectfully recommend the adoption of the following 
as a provisional reply to said note, namely. That while this church 
will by no means hesitate to give an explicit answer to said 
note, if insisted on, they would kindly suggest to Mr. and 3Irs. 
Hunting the wisdom and expediency of not pressing for a more 
decisive reply. While immediate action would be entirely safe 
for this church and pastor, we are of opinion, that it could not be 
harmless to one or both of the other parties interested. The 
church, while it will not shrink from any duty, are unwilling to 
inflict any unnecessary pain." 

To the foregoing provisional answer to the brief note of 3[r< 
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and Mrs. Hunting of July 23(1, notifying to us their " appeal," 
this church received from them a second still briefer note, dated 
August 9th, of which the following is a copy, namely : " Having 
duly considered our request of July 23d, before making it, we 
insist on an explicit and definite reply." To this second note 
the church returned a report of their committee to whom the 
subject was referred, adopted by the church as the reply in- 
sisted on ; of which the following is an extract. 

''In giving an explicit and definite reply ** to the note of July 
23d, as insisted on by the note of August 9th, it becomes neces- 
sary, in the judgment of your committee, to connect with that 
reply, herein already expressed, a comprehensive statement of 
particular facts which, with others, induced the vote of suspen- 
sion aforesaid, and which in the opinion of your committee, 
should cooperat.e as a bar to the consent of this church to the 
call for a mutual council. This statement your committee, in 
their former report sought wholly to avoid, by recommending to 
the church such a reply to the note of Mr. and Mrs. Hunting, 
of July 23d, as should suggest to them a prudent reconsidera- 
tion of the course ])roposed by it. They, however, having in- 
sisted on an " explicit and definite reply," it becomes necessary 
to give such an answer as shall most effectually vindiciite your 
present course, as well as correct such misrepresentations as 
have been already set afloat, and forestall others which are like- 
ly to follow from the same quarter. These considerations have 
induced your committee to review the outlines of the case; 
which review they also submit to the consideration of the church, 
and if seen fit, for the adoption of the same as a precautionary 
part of their reply. 

The original complaint against both of the delinquents was, 
for a hreadi of covenant^ and for slander, involving falsehood. 
In respect to the^V*^ of these charges, — the infraction of their 
covenant ; the proof was full and uncontested. It was, in fact, 
freely confessed, with an attempt to justify it, — such an attempt 
as aggravated the original offence. 

And now as to the second charge, the matter of slander. By 
scriptural and ecclesiastical law, any charge of moral misde- 
meanor, unsustained by adequate evidence, (the accuser either 
knowing or having good reason to suspect its deficiency, either 
as to the requisite number or the credibility of witnesses,) is 
slander, and is to be deemed ecclesiastically false. 

In the case here referred to, (to say nothing at present in 
respect to the very questionable cliaracter for credibility of the 
aocasing and only witness,) it is enough to say, so far as the 



334 REMARKABLE INCIDENTS IN THE 

just action and due order of the church are concenied, that the 
reciuisite number of witnesses was incomplete. Therefore, tlie 
church hud jio aheniative, but were phiinly bound to pursue 
the course they actually took. If, th«»refore, any arc dis^posed 
to comphiin, they must find fauh with the law itself, and not 
with the administration of it. But who shall find fault with 
the law ? Its source is not more sacred, than its character is 
wise and good. The law was ordained as a necessary safeguard 
against the liability to unjust accusation, — a liability as constant 
and as permanent as human nature itself. If any object that 
guilt may sometimes escape by the operation of such a law, 
they should also con-^ider that without it, a far greater mis- 
chief might ensue, even the condemnation of the innocent. 
Both the letter and the spirit of the law are equally plain, and 
its wisdom has been sustained by the higheBt authority and 
general practice of, at least, all Protestant denominations. 

But, suUicient as is the foregoing vindication of the course 
pursued by the church, your committee, however much indis- 
posed, will not refrain from presenting a still further view of 
the case, that if the reply of the church, so unwisely insisted 
on by the ill-advised subscribers to the several notes of July 
and August, should meet the eye of prt>judice, nothing may be 
wanting to satisfy any but the wilfully deluded. In discharge 
ing this duty, your committee would state, that in the action of 
the church when met to investigate the charges against the de- 
linquents, a wider range was allowed than would be necessaiy, 
or, perhaps, even proper in ordinary cases of like complsunt. 
In consequence of the irregular course pursued by the delin- 
quents, and the naturally mischievous tendency of such a 
course, the principal accuser of our pastor was allowed to relate 
her story to the church, at an unusually full meeting of both 
sexes. But to say nothing of her coarse and insolent deport- 
ment before the church while on trial, — nothini; about her 
detect ot veracity in other matters, — such was her narrative; 
80 unnatural and improbable in its general character and par^ 
ticular circumstances ; so confused and contradictory in all its 
alleged facts ; so inconq)atible with other facts resting on dis- 
tinct and unexceptionable proof; so variant as to alleged time, 
and so gros^ly disreputable to her own modesty and chastity of 
purpose, — a purpose of confessedly imarailing temptation at 
the only it me of imputed misconduct^ that a pervading and deep 
iinj)ression of the improbability of her story settled on the 
minds of all present, and confirmed the propriety of censure 
on the formal charges then already fully established. 
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ar committee have forborne to press on the attention of the 
ii all the considerations which might well govern their de- 
to negative the measure of an *' appeal" to the judgment 
Qutual council. They might, were it necessary, urge the 
^certained fact, that, while the subscribers to tlie note 
ly 23d were professing to act ecclesiastically, and to rely 
3 judgment of a mutual council, they were, even then, 
ind urgent to propagate their scandal anonymously by the 

press, not as a measure of defence against any like 
, but wholly as a matter of aggression, instigated, it may 
rectly or indirectly, by their " spiritual adviser," or some 
' his veteran clerical accomplices. If the earnest experi- 
was a failure, it only proves that the sense of honor on 
Tt of others, was more scrupulous than that of religious 
pie professed by themselves. 

ir committee might add, moreover, that the clearest cred- 
vidence is before them, that the principal accuser of our 

has, since the time of alleged impropriety, both said and 
that which fully exculpates him from the misconduct im« 
But they forbear. The reasons already given are 
than sufficient. Your committee, therefore, in conclusion, 
. the advice that the church explicitly and definitely de- 
he aforesaid " appeal," and that disregarding, as much as 
te, annoyances from abroad, they unitedly and resolutely 
he things that make for peace, and things whereby one 
dify another. 

the many and forcible reasons which determined our ex- 
and definite reply, a part only of which are expressed in 
:)cument just quoted from, might be added other conclu- 
vidence, since come to light, of the discredit which is due 
) story of Mrs. Hunting ; but we forbear, having other 

to present, which of themselves might well occupy all 
ne which the members of the council can usefully spare 
:heir several ordinary pursuits. 

3 first of these topics is, the nature, limits, and occasions of 
iU. On this comprehensive topic «a wearisome array of 
ned authorities might be cited, relevant to the case in 

but fortunately, whatever is needful for this end is too 
}, and lies in too brief a compass to tax the patience or 
nderstanding of any who are willing to know the truth 
J subject 

s a first principle of Congregationalism true and proper, 
11 church powers are vested in each particular church, for 
anagement of its own afiairs. This fundamental principle 
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is clocirly and carefully laid down in the received platform of 
our churches, (ch. 10, sect. 2). The necessary' inference from 
tlie foregoing principle is so well expressed by the venerable 
predecessor of a clerical m(?niber of this council, the Rev. 
Thomas Prince, of the Ohl South Church, that we take pleas- 
ure in giving his own words, namely: '*No churches, or eliurch 
officers whatever, liave any j)ower over any other church or 
officers, to control or impose ujion them ; but are equal in their 
rights and privileges, and ought to be independent in the exer- 
cise of them." (Annals, p. 92. Boston. 173G.) 

The above statement is made by its learned author, not 
merely as his own oi)inion, or his own knowledge of Congrega- 
tionalism as existing in his own day, but as a sure historical fact 
in resjK'ct to Congregationalism as brought to these shores, and 
as finnly maintained in after time. 

That principle, with its necessary inference, is the only guar- 
antee of the rights and privileges so dear to our churches in all 
their history. Of any encrojichment upon it they have ever 
been jealous ; and if tlieir children have any wisdom of their 
own, or any regard for that of their fathers, that sacred princi- 
ple they will steadfastly maintain, and faithfully transmit. 

But while that principle was so fondly cherislied by our 
fathers, they also recognized, in subortlination to it, tlie social 
relations and duties of churches to each other, for mutual good 
and general advantage. Accordingly \\\v.y constitutionally recog- 
nized the proi)riety and necessity of councils in two cases, and 
two only, (exclusive of general councils or synods for more 
general purposes,) namely, want of lit/ht and want of peace in a 
particular church, (Platform, ch. 15, sec 2,) in which cases 
each church wa^ to be the sole judge of its own need of help, 
and to a\\\ for council at its own good pleasure, not suffering 
other chnrches to do its thinking or fashion its will, though 
not negligent of friendly and discreet suggestions from any 
quarter. And even when, in difficult matters, advice was freely 
sought, while it was to be treated with due consideration, it was 
onli/ advice, without semblance of authority beyond the reasons 
it contained as such rca>ons appeared to the mind of the church 
advised. This fellowship of the (!hurches harmonized with the 
grejit principle on which rested their sacred rights and liberties* 

But in all communities tliis side heaven, wrong to individual 
members is liable to be done, and pei*sisted in ; and, in the cas6 
of churches, how shall relief from manifest or probable hard- 
ship be had, without disturbing their fundamental principle; or 
rather, with the least possible disturbance of it ? 
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This difficult problem of Congregational polity was never 
solved to the complete satisfaction or even acquiescence of all 
our churches; though the nearest approximation to general 
consent was by the careful intervention of ex parte councils, in 
cases of gross and palpable hardship. Such councils are, and 
have always been considered to be unnormal^ — the anomaly of 
Congregationalism, proceeding, in extreme cases, from the neces" 
sity which knows no law. It is that monster of our system, 
i^bich, if the breed were common, would beget confusion and 
ruin in our churches. This consequence was a matter of clear 
foresight on the part of our fathers, and for this reason they 
took special and exemplary care that the monster should be im- 
potent for progeny. They fenced it in with strong bars, and 
crippled it with fast restrictions, and did what they could to hin- 
der, yet suffer it. The Platform does not name or describe it 
It is only endured by the sufferance of a Jlagrant exigency. 

That such was the theory of ex parte councils is apparent 
from a mere glance at the history of their practice, as given by 
Cotton Mather in his chapter on councils, and still more evi- 
dent and impressive from a careful scrutiny, — a chapter from 
which fragments have been too often struck off to be used with- 
out a regard to the force of the combined whole. Some just im- 
pression of its significance may be received by considering the 
following abstract of his statement, namely: — 

la the first place, the person who feels aggrieved applies to 
the church, through its pastor, for a review of his case, with 
respectful remonstrance of the apprehended hardships. If his 
application is refused, he requests of them a council. If they 
refuse this also, he may call one himself, informing them what 
he docs. For this he applies to neighboring churches by their 
pastors, who do not rashly at once read his letters in puUic, hut 
having informed themselves, as thoroughly as they can, they notify 
to the pastor of the church complained of, their understanding 
of the case, desiring to know from him if the difficulty cannot 
be removed by the church itself; or whether there is any just 
objection to their coming as a council. If after all, they are yet 
apprehensive that necessity requires a council, they then read 
their letters to the churches, who appoint delegates accordingly. 
The council coming on the spot, proceed to cw public a hearing 
as they can have, (namely, in the meeting-house). K they find 
the person to have received palpable injury, they endeavor to 
convince the church of it, and advise them to restore the injured 
person unto his former standing. — (Ratio Discipline, pp. 158- 
162.) 

29 
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The foregoing epitome, mostly in the words, and always to 
the substance of Dr. Mather's statement, stands in bold contrast 
to the rash and headlong course in the present case ; and if 
eacli truly represents its own time, how meekly does the Chris- 
tian love of that barbarous age, as it is sometimes colled, rebuke 
the boasted humanity of the present ! 

Now without saying or thinking that all of the specified 
forms, described as the practice of the first hundred years of 
New England Congregationalism, should, one and all, be pre- 
cisely copied at the present day, we yet feel constrained to say, 
that their spirit should never be lost sight of, nor their substance 
ever be disregarded, so long as Christianity and its ministers 
shall be needed on earth. 

Is this, then, such an occasion, such an exigency for an er 
parte council as necessity tolerates, and lynx-eyed usage sanc- 
tions ? Is it a case of palpable hardships — a necessity not to 
be put off? These are questions which other questions may 
best answer. 

Had, then, what was charged on the appellant the nature of 
an offence ? On this point the law is too clear, too express, for 
more than one opinion. Was, then, the offence charged, actbal? 
This, too, is beyond the possibility of doubt ; for it was not only 
confessed, but aggravated by coarse and insolent repetition in 
presence of the church ; and who does not know that such an 
offence in open court makes proof superfluous ! Did not the 
nature and circumstances of the offence require undelatfed action 
and censure? Doubtless; for a scandalous report, with its ^ 

train of mischiefs, has always the start and advantage of con- — ' 
tradiction, and is only encouraged by delay, to augment itself "" 

and bring forth other scandals. But could any longer time, or "■"^' 
any additional skill be wanting for the defence of the accused ? ^S? 
No length of time, nor any amount of skill can disprove or '^■f 
change the nature of a notorious and confessed fault. Could, «• X 
then, any modification of the process of discipline have changed -^^ 
its issue ? From what has already been shown, it was evidently ^^ 
impossible. P^inally, was the censure of the offender dispropor- — — " 
tionate to the offence? This cannot be pretended by any one ^^ 
who considers the peremptory demand and manifest purpose of 
the law violated, -^ to say nothing of a violated covenant. 

What, then, was the hardMpf <» Was it palpable?*' Was 
it in any way discernible? Was it imaginable, but by a^ 
dreamy, impassioned fancy ? No council, mutual or ex parte^ caa 
find it, or semblance of it. The hunting for it is an occupatioa 
as undignified as it must be unsuccessful It ill com^>orts witk 



LITE OF REV. J. H. PAERCHILD. 339 

the presumed gravity and wisdom, not to say honesty, of such 
an ecclesiastical gathering, however secret, in the renowned 
metropolis of New England. 

What, then, was the ex parte council contrived and got up for? 
Verily, its prime agents know full well; and common sense 
should be disciplined, if at fault in divining. 

But if, indeed, it can be that there is not yet light enough on 
the unmatched folly and perversCness of such a council, a flood 
of light shall now be poured upon it, to test the obstinacy of 
sealed up eye-l>alls. This brings us to the last topic we have 
time to discuss, namely, the composition of*ihe ex parte counciL 

And in tliis conclusion of our protest, we are conscious of 
needed grace to restrain the natural force which the intent con- 
sideration of so flagrant injustice imparts to the language of in- 
dignant minds. If we exceed the bounds of staid discretion, we 
offer no a[x>logy but its evident cause. Nevertheless, we will 
endeavor not to overstep the bounds of Christian moderation 
and due fldelity to the council and to truth. 

Who, then, compose the council ? — And what their right to 
sit in any case which concerns us or our pastor? These are 
questions of moment, and they shall be carefully answered. 
Two other questions are involved in our reply : First, Are the 
members of this council in fellowship with us and our pastor f 
Second, Are they an impartial council ? The true answer to 
the first of these questions requires a preliminary statement of 
principles and facts, which are as follows : — 

All Congregational councils are advisory; and all acts of 
such councils are acts of achiowledged fellowship with those 
whom they advise. The right to advise is based on fellowship 
existing at the time of advising. It has, and can have, no other 
foundation. We know not that this principle has ever been 
denied or questioned by any Congregational authority whatever. 
The principle is too plain to leave room for doubt. The Plat- 
form is clear, on this point abundantly teaching that the whole 
fabric of councils rests on fcllow^ship with all concerned in their 
doings. — (Ch. 15, sees. 1, 2.) 

Ex parte councils are no exception to the foregoing principle, 
for the nature of the case determines the principle. Were it 
otherwise, Congregational churches might assume to interfere, 
by council, with the discipline and other internal concerns of 
Baptist, Methodist, or Episcopal churches. The practice of ex 
parte councils is expressive of the principle of fellowship as its 
foundation. The whole process of an ex parte council, from its 
call to its result, as historically given by Cotton Mather, and 
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already epitomized in this protest, is declarative of fellowship. 
What lie so iUnst rates by usage, is cleared of i)Ossible doubt, 
when in conclusion he expressly states, that if the church which 
inflicts the palpable injustice ascertained by the council, shall 
obstinately persist in their oppression, the churches represented 
in that ex parte council may " withdraw communioti " from that 
church — terras which imply existence of communion till so 
withdrawn. — (liat. Disc. p. 161.) 

Thus it is clear, from a just theoretical principle ; from the 
constant and universal treatment of each other by different de- 
nominations of Christians ; from the full import of the Platform 
in its chapter on councils ; and from the faithfully recorded 
practice of the Congregational churches of New England, that 
councils, mutual and ex parte, have their foundation in recognized 
fellowship. 

Is, then, such acknowledged fellowship a reality, in respect to 
this church and the churches represented in the ex parte council 
by their four clerical, and five lay delegates ? We say four 
clerical delegates, for the lay delegate of the Essex Street 
church is present without his pastor, who, with delicate scruples 
of propriety, as it seems, has in form declined attending ! His 
letter, on the tiles of your scribe, who was careful to notify to 
tliis church and its pastor the place and time of your adjourn- 
ment, we have not seen ; nor was our pastor permitted to take 
a copy of it, or even to see it, though making known his pur- 
pose to use it at the adjourned meeting should its character and 
the occasion require it. But though denied a copy, or even the 
inspection of the letter, as his right, he was yet favored by the 
scribe with some hint^?, from memory, of its modest import 
Truly such sensitive scruples had a gracious seeming, — an air 
of meekness, and surface of sanctity. But, after all, whose 
hand, in darkness, was so busy as the hand of Dr. Adams, in 
this affair from which he so sensitively shrinks in daylight? 
From first to last his stealthy movements and scarcely breathed 
anxieties have been betrayed. If the word of the appellant 
may be credited in a matter which she was interested to con- 
ceal, and so interested as afterwards to deny what she had 
affirmed on the subject, then was Dr. Adams her " spiritual 
adviser," and the instigator of this second ecclesiastical enter- 
prise against our pastor, at its beffinning ! And how near the 
cjid of it, think ye, was the skittish author of that letter, pushing 
on the enterprise he has so early begun ? Trusting the letter, 
none would suspect. And yet, but a few days before he penned 
that letter to the council, he presented the letter missive of his 
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spiritual client to the E>sex Street Church, and to anticipate or 
remove their doubts, advocated the pro|)riety of complying with 
her request to send him, with a lay delegate, to this council! 
But though he is not i)rescnt in person, is he not, as a duly en- 
rolled member of the Essex Street Church, himself represented 
in the council by the hty deh'gate and deacon of that church, — 
to say nothing of tlie influential relation of a pastor to an under 
officer of his church ? We will not charge the letter of Dr. 
Adams with insincerity, but it can hardly fail to occur to a 
reflecting mind, that if his sensitive scruples had been of an 
earlier date, or had they existed in private as well as in public, 
he would not have been liable to the suspicion of hypocrisy. 

But what shall be said when those facts are put in communi- 
cation with this other fact, that for years, down to the calling 
of the council, he and his church have denied fellowship, the 
indispensable and essential ground of a council, to our pastor 
and his church ! This he has personally done in several 
ways, — by open, emphatic declarations and expressive acts. 
One of these declarations we at present omit, to avoid repeti- 
tion in the sequel of this protest, in which we shall have occa- 
sion to use it on a broader scale. One of the expressive act$ 
referred to, is, according to the statement of his client, the ex- 
amination of an unrecommended member of our church, pre- 
liminary to admission into his, knowing that she was then in 
fellowship with ours, thus not only denying fellowship with this 
church, but tampering with her solemn covenant obligation, — 
an obligation cherished in all our churches, and such as is ex- 
pressly recognized in the covenant of his own church. Nor is 
this act, so expressive of denied fellowship, by any means sin- 
gle and alone ; for when members of his own church applied 
for admission into ours, he not only resisted but overcame the 
actual vote of a majority of his church to recommend them to 
ours, — deterring them from their declared purpose by a threat, 
that sooner than he would duly acknowledge their act, he would 
resign his office as their pastor ! 

And now, reverend moderator, can the particular fellowship 
of Dr. Adams with this church, or the more general fellowship 
of his flock with it, be acknowledged by yourself and your 
associates in council ? Can the fellowship of either the cleri- 
cal or the lay delegates appointed and chosen by the Essex 
Street Church, be assumed for transient use in an ex parte coun- 
cil, and yet be constantly denied in all other concerns I The 
absurdity is too gross, and the claim too shameless to be enter- 
tained anywhere. And can you entertain it, reverend modern- 

39* 
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tor and gentlemen of the council, in your own reverend and 
fraternal body ? Heaven forbid ! 

But Dr. Adams, we are sorry to have occasion to say it, is 
not alone in the assumption of power to sit in council on the 
concerns of a church whose fellowship is denied. We would 
gladly withhold both the fact and the names of those concemod 
in it, if this might be done with duty to ourselves and the Chris- 
tian public. Who, then, reverend moderator and gentlemen of 
the council, are the especial persons in the same unfortunate 
condemnation with Dr. Adams in their denial of fellowship 
with this church, and the presumption to' act in council in its 
own concerns ? Yourself] reverend moderator, and the majority 
of your clerical coadjutors ? 

Will it be credited, that, of the Jive churches represented in 
council, four have, by the assumption and public written decla- 
ration of their pastors, denied us Christian fellowship! The 
fifth, their scribe, is associated with them probably without a 
knowledge of their incompetency. But what might seem a 
fiction, is only a stranger truth. The evidence in respect to the 
modest absentee, has been in part given, the remainder having 
been postponed for its broader use in the present connection. 
The proof thus reserved is documentary, — not resting on 
rumor ; on one discredited witness ; on frail memory of any indi- 
vidual, nor on the parol testimony of credible, concurring wit- 
nesses, but the incontrovertible black and white, prepared with 
no possible forecast of its use on this or any other special an- 
noyance of this church and its pastor. It is a document now 
before us, in the handwriting of Dr. Adams himself, signed by 
his own proper hand, and by the joint hands of Edward 
Beecher, George W. Blagden, and Edward N. Kirk, all of 
whom ure present members of the council! 

This document is a protest, addressed and delivered to the 
regular council met for the installation of our present pastor, 
and is dated November 19, 1845, the day of his induction into 
office, in which protest its signers declare, in respect to us and 
our pastor, "7? is impossible for us, however mu^h we might 
desire it, to give him or to any church that may employ him^ 
our ministerial fellowship " 

Let those words, and the import of those words, be carefully 
pondered, not forgetting by whose hand they were penned. 
Putting their origin and their inherent import together, they 
have a force and breadth of meaning that might be over^ 
looked, if considered alone. Did not its writer intend, and 
mean to have it understood, that tlie denial of fnimsterial fdUnff* 



LIFE OP REV. J. II. FAIllCIIILD. 343 

$hip proclaimed, was a denial of all Christian fellowship with 
those contemplated in tlie declaration above cited? Can there 
be a reasonable doubt on this })oint ? Dr. Adams was then 
sore at the acquittal of Mr. Fairchild by a verdict of jury, and 
by a concurrent provisional result of council, and especially by 
the call of an able and venerable ecclesia-atical council for his 
installation over a church so near the sanctity of his own. 
Those w^ounds and bruises have not even yet been molliiied 
with ointment With a papal will in his bosom, did he not 
frame that protest as a papal ball, to put us and our pastor 
under the ban of- his holiness, that the hand of every minister 
and every church might be against us? Who, reading that 
protest with open eyes, can mistake this breadth of purpose? — 
no fninisterial fellowship with him 7ior any church that may 
employ him! To doubt, is to condemn common sense. But 
what that protest meant at the time it was written, may be seen 
by its shadow protracted on the Essex Street Church, and there 
abiding for so many years, down to the calling of this council. 
Their practice, against their declared vote, in cases already 
stated, — a practice instigated with menace by the writer of the 
protest, — is an unmistakable apocalypse of its meaning and 
careful intent. Nor has any practice of any church whose 
pastor signed that protest, as yet signified a different interpre- 
tation of that vindictive document, though we have a pleasure 
in stating that we have heard that llev. Dr. Blagden long ago 
expressed in private his regret at consenting to the protest. 

It is, then, established by accumulated and redundant proof, 
that fellowship is the basis of all councils ; — that where fellow- 
ship is not, assumption to act in council is a usurpation ; — that 
at least four out of the five churches represented in the ex parte 
council, are in declared and practical non-fellowship with those 
whose concerns they have assumed to review and advise upon ; — 
and thai, consequently, their action as a council is a usurpation, 
and as such is whoUy null and void. It now remains that we con- 
sider the second question proposed in respect to the composition 
of the ex parte council, namely, — Is this an impartial council f 

Chronic animosities seldom die, but with their owners. Re- 
sentments and prejudices are only milder forms of the same 
disease. Not even the physician and the balm in Gilead are 
apt to do more than mitigate the rankling hurt of the daughter 
of Zion. The strong comprehension of this truth will unlock a 
multitude of others. Its application to the present case is al- 
most self-suggested, and wUl therefore give brevity U) our con- 
cluding remarks. 
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From what has boon already developed in the progress of 
our protest, it cannot but be seen by a calm observer, that no 
greater indiscretion, not to say madness and folly could possess 
wise and good men, than the enterprise in which this council are 
so zealously engaged. Had such a tale from such a quarter as 
the unsupported story of Mrs. Hunthig come to the ear of any 
minister m this council, against the reputation of any other ot" 
its elders, he would have suffered it to pass by as the idle wind. 
And perhaps if their memories wander back from this case to 
more opprobrious slanders nearer home — slanders which, to 
say the least, rest on better authority than the present — they 
will the more readily comprehend the danger of listening with 
biased ears to the suspicious story of one whose general veracity 
is none of the best ; and they will see the value of the apostolic 
rule already cited, with due comment and application. But by 
what principle or rule of civil or ecclesiastical courts is our pas- 
tor, who demeans himself among us as an exemplt<ry minister 
of the gospel, to be condemned, or at all proceeded against, in 
a way which this council would shrink from in a case to arise, 
or having actually arisen, among themselves ? He values his 
reputation above his life. We esteem it, and need it as your 
flocks do yours. And is it not due to us and to him, that his 
reputation stand or fall by the same law, and the same admin- 
istration of law, which sinks or supports your own ? The dif- 
ference of administration which you have assumed in respect to 
our pastor, in the face of reason and express apostolic command, 
is of itself, strongly presumptive of a bias unbecoming the holy 
ministers and other servants of our blessed Lord and Redeemer. 
But that bias, the belief of which is ascertained by an tVre- 
sistible presumption, is abundantly proved by a series of facts 
Thich cannot be gainsayed. And yet the proof already given, 
is but a little part of the product of years whose memory is 
crowded with melancholy records of prejudice and animosity. 

Piissing by the most of which needs the broadest mantle of 
Christian charity, we feel compelled to advert briefly to another 
fact, which of itself is a signal answer to the question now before 
us. Is this an impartial council ? 

It is well known, that in 1845, the Suffolk South Association 
from whose limits this council is mostly gathered, placed on their 
records a preamble and vote derogatory to the character of the 
Rev. Mr. Fairchild, — a preamble and vote which the protest 
at his installation was meant to enforce, and which some of the 
ablest men and jurists of this Commonwealth, nay of this coun- 
try, have deliberately aflirmed to be false and libellous. Our 
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pastor, after its long concealment, at length learned its existence 
and cliaracter, and endeavored, ineffectually, to persuade that 
association to erase the slanderous record. Baffled in this at- 
tempt to persuade them to do an act of dutj to themselves as 
well as to him, he, at last, after careful advice of the most learned 
and prudent council, commenced a suit at law, for relief and re- 
dress, against Dr. Adams, a zealous and influential member of 
the association, and not less busy in that matter than in so many 
others in relation to our pastor and ourselves. 

Close associations of all sorts naturally breed self-favor among 
present and acting members. As common sense is no stranger 
to this law of the human mind, so the Suffolk South Association 
is no exception to its elHcacy. But in the case of the imputed 
libel, there is a twofold force of cohesion, — a pressure from 
without, as well as mutual attraction within. If a libel was 
perpetrated, other members of the association were particeps 
crimmts, though such participation may not have been with 
equal guilt. And though the actual grasp of the law was not 
felt by themselves, how could their sympathies keep away from 
the principal whose accomplices they must have been in that 
which, if a crime, had also the look of a conspiracy ? But this 
sympathy — sympathy earnest and efficient — is not a matter 
of inference, but a fact substantially expressed ; for while our 
pastor was penniless from oppression, and in need of aid which 
our scanty means and many calls could not supply, and while 
the defendant had ample wealth and a flock with golden fleeces, 
his sympathizing abettors in the imputed libel, two of whom 
are members of the ex parte council, actually fleeced their own 
flocks, — not for him who was needy and oppressed, but foi 
him who was increased in worldly goods, having need of noth- 
ing | 

Need we go further than to this signal fact for decisive proof 
of strong bias, and the conclusive settlement of the question, Is 
this an impartial council f II«d we left out all the evidence 
preceding this uncommendable fact, (in respect to which we are 
happy to say the pastor of the Old South is an exception, not 
being a member of that association,) still with that fact solitary 
and unsupported by concurrent facts from any quarter, our tpies- 
tion would have no point on which to hang a doubt. But there 
is one fact more which makes it most of all unfit, not to say un- 
ministerial, unchristian, unmannerly, and altogether shameful 
for pastors so committed to an unjust balance, to pretend to 
weigh in councd the interests either of our pastor or ourselves. 

This reserved, and last fact, which so aggravates the wrong 
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of nssuming and usurping seats in council, is, that the suit at 
law is still pending, waiting for the legal opinion of the supreme 
court, which may not, and yet which mayy result in a new trials 
— a trial hoped for by one party, and feared by the other, — a 
trial which beforehand, such members of the council would be 
as prompt to influence by their prejudiced result, as they were 
ready after the former trial, and while the case was not finally 
issued, to assess their churches /or t/ie defendants costs of suit ! 

Rev. Moderator and Gentlemen of the Council, lay and cleri- 
cal, our protest, in full, we now leave in your hands. We have 
plainly told plain truths, and have used a freedom whose occa- 
sion of your own making we are deeply sorry for. To have 
been silent, or to have said less, would have been a betrayal of 
a sacred trust ; while not to have spoken boldly would have 
been a moral cowardice for which conscience would have dogged 
us with upbraidings into another world. We have but exhib- 
ited in the light of a faithful narrative, and the demonstration 
of relevant principles, a professedly' ecclesiastical transaction, 
at which justice revolts and Christian honor is indignant. 

Our work, thus far, is done ; and waits, with conscious recti- 
tude, your own. We have acted in the fear of God, and can 
trust in the smile of His Providence. We give thanks to him 
for strength in weakness, and pray that he may give you wisdom 
to be faithful to yourselves. 

Done in church meeting at South Boston, October 12, 1852. 

C. Waltox, Church CUrk. 

The council remained in secret session and as I was 
told at the time, without any recess, till after 10 o'clock 
at night, and at last finished their inglorious work w^ith 
the following decision : — 

" That owing to the peculiar relations of the pastor of the 
Payson Church to the churches represented in this council, we 
deem it inexpedient to express an opinion on the merits of the 
Cfise. E. Beecher, Moderalor. 

A true copy, — Attest, R. W. Clark." 

If, after hearing the preceding protest, they had 
come to some such result as the following : " We are 
satisfied that the proceedings of the Payson Church in 
the case of Mr. and Mrs. Hunting have been in accoitlf 
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ance with the platform of our churches and the rules 
of the gospel, and that, therefore, we have nothing to 
do in the premises," — if, I say, they had come to some 
such result, we should have overlooked the fact that 
they came together without any ecclesiastical authority. 
But making up such a result, attributing to the churches 
what properly belonged to themselves is, to say the 
least, an exhibition of a spirit and temper unbecoming 
the professed followers of Christ. 



CHAPTER XXVIII. 

Near the conclusion of the preceding protest, it is 
stated that my suit at law with Dr. Adams, which the 
referees decided in August, 1851, is still pending, wait- 
ing for the legal opinion of the supreme court, whither 
my junior counsel had carried it, hoping that the full 
bench would lay aside the award and grant a new trial. 
But at the November term, 1852, the court decided, in 
substance, that as I consented to submit the case to 
referees and made them judges both of law and evi- 
dence, I had put the matter out of their hands, and 
therefore had no legal claim on them to rectify any mis- 
take, which, if committed, must have been my own, by 
consenting to such a reference. When this decision 
was publicly announced, many people seemed to infer 
that it was a declaration from the full bench, that the 
award of the referees was a righteous one, and that Dr 
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Adams's conduct towards me was fully justified. In 
order to rectify this mistake, a friend of mine, residing 
many miles from Boston, sent a communication to the 
editor of the Boston Courier, which was inserted in that 
paper the 14th of January, 1853, and soon after in sev- 
eral other papers. I will here quote a part of that ar- 
ticle. 

Mr. Editor, — Having learned from various quarters, that 
the recent decision of the supreme court in the case of Fairchild 
V. Adams, is essentially misapprehended, we crave a space in 
your journal to correct the mistake. 

It has been inferred from the failure of the plaintiff to sustain 
his action for libel, that the defendant vindicated in court the 
truth of what was charged against him as libellous. Such an 
inference, however, is entirely groundless, as will be seen at 
once by the fact that Dr. Adams did not venture to rest his do- 
fence on the truth of the record charged as libellous, but care- 
fully shunning a reliance on such an issue, pleaded his privilege 
as a comember with Mr. Fairchild, of the Suffolk South Asso- 
ciation, to say and record what he might neither record nor say, 
in his private and unassociated capacity, without incurring a 
legal responsibility. 

On that plea — the plea of privilege — and on no other, was 
Dr. Adams acquitted of libel by the referees ; and the question 
before the supreme court was, whether an award, sustained and 
grounded on such a plea, was according to law ; and not at all 
whether the words charged as libellous were true. 

As, therefore, the acquittal of Dr. Adams was in no manner 
or degree biiscd on the truth of the record made and retained by 
his special agency, but solely and exclusively on the ground of 
legal privilege to record tohal is false, with the same impunity as 
if true, it is a simple act of justice that this principle of juridical 
law be undei-stood by the whole community. 

We habitually entertain a high regard for the learning, the 
patient labor, and the high integrity of the supreme court; 
nevertheless, we believe there is too much truth in the prov- 
erb about going to law, that * good luck is better than a good 
cause.* 

In the final decision of the case above referred to. Dr. Adams 
has had the good luck to csciipc legally unharmed, though the 
tribunal of a more lasting common sense may decree for the 
plaintiff. Mr. Fairchild's hardship, if hardship it be, is by 
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no means a solitary case; for law and justice are often at 
odds. 

But if the legal question were as clear as cloudless mid-daj, 
and all minds responded, with no misgiving, to the legal pi*o- 
prietj of the decision pronounced by the supreme court, still, 
howev-er sound and profitable such a law might be deemed as a 
generfil principle, there is a question beyond and above it, — a 
question which comes home to conscience and personal honor, 
and which cannot be settled by legal precedents and technical 
subtleties. We mean the question, Why is that record of the 
Suffolk South Association allowed by Christian ministers to 
keep its place with such unchristian pertinacity and unseemly 
superciliousness, against one who stands doubly acquitted by an 
ecclesiastical council and a jury of his country, of whatever that 
record affirms and covets to affirm ? For ourselves, we would 
rather, a thousand fold, be the afflicted object than the inflicting 
agent of so unmanly, not to say so dastardly a meanness. So 
long as that record shall not be obliterated, by whomsoever it 
shall be kept, it will record, not the result of an ecclesiastical 
council, not the verdict of jury, but, in the light of both, their 
own want of Christian magnanimity. 

But turning from so ungracious a theme, we are gratified to 
see that Mr. Fairchild bears up under legal disappointment with 
characteristic fortitude and energy. We are glad he has so 
much to encourage, amid so much to dishearten the bravery of 
the soul. The generous sympathy which has been expressed to 
him already by many men of honorable sentiment and high po- 
sition in society, in contributing to his enterprise for erecting a 
more commodious house for public worship, we trust, is but the 
pledge of a more extended bounty to crown his earnest expec- 
tation of useful success. Many. 

I have akeady stated that I paid one half of the ex- 
penses of Dr. Adams's trial before the referees, and also 
hov^ I came to pay it. The half which Dr. Adams paid, 
and which the decree of the referees required me to pay 
back to him, had never been spoken of to me or to my 
counsel till the appearance of the preceding communi- 
cation in the Courier. But immediately after its ap- 
pearance, Dr. Adams's junior counsel sent a note to my 
junior counsel demanding payment according to the 
decree of the referees. If I had not already seen so 

30 
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already epitomized in this ])rotest, is declarative of fellowsliip, 
Wliat he so ilhist rates by usage, is cleared of* possible doubt, 
when iu conclusion he expressly states, that if the church which 
inflicts the palpable injustice ascertained by the council, shall 
obstinately persist in their oppression, the churches represented 
in that ex parte council may " withdraw communion " from that 
church — terms which imply existence of communion till so 
withdrawn. — (Rat. Disc. p. 161.) 

Thus it is clear, from a just theoretical principle ; from the 
constant and universal treatment of each other by different de- 
nominations of Christians ; from the full import of the Platform 
in its chapter on councils; and from the faithfully recorded 
practice of the Congregational churches of New England, that 
councils, mutual and ex parley have their foundation in recognized 
fellowship. 

Is, then, such acknowledged fellowship a reality, in respect to 
this church and the churches represented in the ex parte council 
by their four clerical, and five lay delegates ? We say four 
clerical delegates, for the lay delegate of the Essex Street 
church is present witliout his pastor, who, with delicate scruples 
of propriety, as it seems, has in form declined attending ! His 
letter, on the files of your scribe, who was careful to notify to 
this church and its pastor the place and time of your adjourn- 
ment, we have not seen ; nor was our pastor permitted to take 
a copy of it, or even to see it, though making known his pur- 
pose to use it at the adjourned meeting should its character and 
the occasion require it. But though denied a copy, or even the 
inspection of the letter, as his right, he was yet favored by the 
scribe with some hints, from memory, of its modest import 
Truly such sensitive scruples had a gracious seeming, — an air 
of meekness, and surface of sanctity. But, af^er all, whose 
hand, in darkness, was so busy as the hand of Dr. Adams, in 
this affair from which he so sensitively shrinks in daylight? 
From first to last his stealthy movements and scarcely breathed 
anxieties have been betrayed. If the word of the appellant 
may be credited in a matter wliich she was interested to con- 
ceal, and so interested as afterwards to deny what she had 
affirmed on the subject, then was Dr. Adams her **' spiritual 
adviser," and the instigator of this second ecclesiastical enter- 
prise against our pastor, at its beginning ! And how near the 
end of it, think ye, was the skittish author of that letter, pushing 
on the enterprise he has so early begun ? Trusting the letter, 
none would suspect. And yet, but a few days before he penned 
that letter to the council, he presented the letter missive of his 
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probation of his conscience in defending a poor and 
oppressed clergyman, once the pupil, and still the confi- 
dant of his venerated father, — I gave him, I say, a bill 
of sale of all my goods and chattels which might sur- 
pass the law's allowance, to keep them from the grasp 
of Dr. Adams, righteously determining that he had no 
claim in equity to the merest trifle, while my counsel 
had. And one of the gentlemen who had contributed 
for Dr. Adams, gave me distinctly to understand that 
people were induced to give him their contributions by 
its being suggested to them that they ought to do this, 
since Dr. Burgess had paid all my expenses, when he 
had not given me, as he testified on oath before the ref- 
erees, to the amount of fifty cents for that object No ; 
I was obliged to borrow of friends most of what I paid 
to the referees, and I owe in part for it at this very day 
However, no civil officer has yet been sent to seize my 
stinted library, or to take me to jail, there to testify to 
my inability to pay Dr. Adams for screening himself 
from merited punishment, behind the suspicious claim 
ot privilege^ and the no less suspicious plea of limitation. 
I come now to unfold another scene of iniquity in 
this drama, which perhaps exceeds any and every other 
in atrociousness and cold-blooded villany. After Mr. 
and Mrs. Hunting had been suspended from our com- 
munion about one year, and manifesting no signs of 
penitence, and knowing, as we did, that Dr. Adams was 
allowing them to commune with his church, notwith- 
standing his knowledge of their suspension, we were 
about passing the vote of excommunication against 
them, when we were absolutely confounded at an exhi- 
bition of depravity and recklessness seldom equalled, 
even among barbarians. In August, 1853, 1 was absent 
some ten days, soliciting contributions to aid in the 
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erection of my new church. I returned on the last 
Wednesday in the month. Mrs. Faircliild informed 
me that on the Monday morning preceding, a gentle- 
man had called to see me, and as 1 was not at home, 
wished for a private interview with her. He introduced 
himself by the name of Dr. William H. Cooper, resid- 
ing, he said, at No. 1 Friend Street, Boston. He told 
her that he had come to discharge a duty w^hich he 
owed to us both ; and went on to state what efforts had 
recently been made to induce him to sign a paper certi- 
fying that he had once cured me of an infamous dis- 
ease. He showed her the certificate which had been 
brought to him with a request that he would copy and 
sign it It was in the handwriting of Reuben Hunting; 
and here I give a literal copy of the original now lying 
before me. 

Mu. Reuben IIuntixg: — Sir, — On condition that you will 
make only a private use of this information in trying to get 
your rights, I feel obliged by your circumstances to comply with 
your request. 

Some years since, and after he had been in Dr. Hayward's 
hands, Rev. Joy IL Fairchild came to me with gonorrhcea xnru- 
lentc, and I treated him for that disorder, and cured him. — Bos- 
ton, July, 1853. 

This paper Mr. Hunting requested Dr. Cooper to 
copy and sign, that he might show it privately^ perhaps 
to some of the contributors for my church, and thus 
poison their minds against me, while all knowledge of 
the act was wholly concealed from me, so that I could 
have no opportunity to meet and repel the slander. 

I will here give a portion of Dr. Cooper's statement 
in his own handwriting, and which he says he is ready 
to give oath to. 

Said Hunting did present me with the above certificate, re- 
questing me to copy and sign it. He assured me that I should 
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be handsomely remunerated, — that he was sent by a friend of 
his in the bank, — that there was plenty of money in the bank, 
and that I should be well paid, — that if he could have the cer- 
tificate, all would go right, and that they should have things 
just as they wanted. 

The doctor further states that I was never a patient 
of his, and that he never knew me till 1850. 

As Mr. Hunting was still a member of the church, 
being only suspended, it became the duty of the breth- 
ren to recommence a course of discipline with him for 
this new offence. Accordingly the committee of the 
church called on him and told him what had come to 
their knowledge. At first he would neither confess nor 
deny. But when they told him that they had his cer- 
tificate in his own handwriting, he acknowledged it. 
He said that he did not compose the certificate, but only 
copied it. He was Tirged to tell who did compose it, 
but he utterly refused. When the committee told him 
what Dr. Cooper had said about his being sent by a 
friend in a bank, he very tartly replied, " The doctor 
promised not to tell of that" He finally said to the 
committee that Deacon Drake was the first person who 
mentioned Dr. Cooper to him in connection with me, 
and acknowledged that the deacon sent him to Dr. 
Cooper with the certificate. He afterwards said to the 
committee that Deacon Drake did not tell him to go to 
Dr. Cooper^ but to some doctor to get it signed. He also 
stated to the committee that the certificate was prepared 
several months before he carried it to Dr. Cooper ; but 
for certain reasons he did not take it till the time of its 
date. The result was that on the 17th day of Febru- 
ary, 1854, Mr. and Mrs. Hunting were excommunicated 
fi-om the church by a unanimous vote. 

The clerk of the Payson Church was directed to for- 
ward to the clerk of the Essex Street Church a certified 

30* 
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copy of our doings in this matter, to be communicated 
to said church. Our reasons for doing this, are con- 
tained in the following preamble in our act of excom- 
munication : — 

And whereas the said Hunting and wife have made applica- 
tion for admission into the Union Church, Essex street, and, as 
we are credibly informed, do now regularly commune with that 
church at the Lord's table, and though Rev. Dr. Adams, the 
pastor of said church, is doubtless aware of the doings of the 
Pay son Church in relation to these persons, having been, as 
they say, their spiritual adviser in this matter from the begin- 
ning: 

And whereas, the pastor and brethren of the Union Church 
have themselves acknowledged us as a sister church, by reading 
in open meeting a letter missive, and voting to act thereon in 
the appointment of a delegate to attend an ex parte council, 
avowedly for the purpose of reviewing the doings of the Pay- 
son Church ; and since for this reason especially, the courtesy 
which is due from one sister church to another, seems to require 
us to notify the Union Church of our action in the premises, to 
enable them to act understandingly and with due regard to their 
own rules and their obligations to sister churches, and also to 
correct any misrepresentations which may have been made to 
them respecting this matter: Therefore, 

Voted, That the clerk of the church be requested to send a 
certified copy of the preceding preamble and votes to the clerk 
of Union Church, Essex street, to be communicated lo said 
church. 

The clerk, as he was directed, put a copy of our act 
of excommunication with its reasons, into the hands 
of the clerk of the Essex Street Church, to be commu- 
nicated. But we have no knowledge that it was ever 
read to that church. It would seem that Dr. Adams 
was quite willing to have his church acknowledge us as 
a sister church, when the acknowledgment might 
injure us, but not so, when it might benefit us. The 
consequence was, that on the 25th day of March, 1854, 
all our proceedings in relation to this matter, — our pre- 
ambles and votes, and act of excommunication, — were 
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published in the Boston Courier, preceded by " an ap- 
peal to the public," written and signed by myself, in 
order to prevent the injurious effects which might result 
from a clandestine use of such certificates as Hunt- 
ing's, But previous to its publication, I signified by a 
note to Dr. Adams and Deacon Drake, my reluctance 
to publish a document so seriously implicating them, 
and my readiness to suppress it, if they would only 
make me Christian reparation for the many wrongs 
they had done me, assuring them that if they had any 
wish to do so, they could communicate with me either 
by letter or some mutual friend. But they both re- 
mained silent. 

The following is the letter which I addressed to Dr. 
Adams, which was left at his house on the day of its 
date : — 

South Boston, March 4, 1854. 
To Rev. N. Adams: — 

Sir, — Christian duty seems to require me to address to you 
this letter. You are perfectly aware of the many demonstra- 
tions which you have made during the last nine years, calcu- 
lated to blast my reputation, to destroy my usefulness, to break 
up my church, and to wound the feelings of my family and 
friends. I have neither time nor inclination now to partic- 
ularize them. That was fully done in a letter left at your door 
on the morning of the day when your ex 'parte council met for 
the third and last time, — a letter written and signed by a hand 
which never could have taken up the pen to address you on 
such a painful subject, had not a deep sense of wrong impelled 
the act.* 

I have been firm in the belief for years that a kind Provi- 
dence would, in due time, open the way for a full disclosure to 
the world, of your most unkind and unchristian conduct to- 
wards me. That time, I think, has^ now arrived. It strikes me 
that no person of candor can read the document recently sent 
by my church to yours, without coming to the same conclu- 



* The letter ref«rrc(l to was written by Mrs. Fairchild. 
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gion, — a document which, it is presumed, you have seon and 
read. And I cannot but express to you my feelings of deep 
sorrow and regret that you have acted in a manner so incon- 
sistent with your character and profession. 

The plan utterly to accomplish my earthly ruin, as devel- 
oped in the document just referred to, is enough to astonish and 
grieve the heart of every good man who may read it. I do 
not say that you aided in concocting that plan. But as the per- 
son who carried that false and infamous certificate to Dr. 
Cooper, — a certificate previously prepared and expressed in 
such terms as to make sure of my destruction, and to be used 
privately^ so as to render my escape impo^ssible, — a certificate 
which the doctor was requested to copy and sign that it might 
do the surer execution by appearing in the same handwrit- 
ing, — as the person, I say, who attempted such a fraud, claims 
you as his spiritual adviser, can you blame me for asking you 
if you were not consulted in the matter, and whiither he acted 
contrary to your advice ? And as you have permitted him and 
his wife to come to your communion table for many months, 
when you wc^re fully aware that they were suspended members 
of the Payson Church, this circumstance shows where your 
sympathies are, and seems to indicate the probability at least, 
that you were consulted. Be this, however, as it may ; it is cer- 
tain that through the aid of Mr. and Mrs. Hunting, you have 
made one more demonstration (which I believe is the thir- 
teenth) to destroy my reputation and usefulness as a minister 
of the gospel. You have listened to the story of a scandid- 
woman, and advised that it be repeated before an ex parte 
council that it might be credited, and bring me inta contempt, 
when, if such a woman had told the same story to you against 
the reputation of any other pastor in Boston, you w^ould have 
suffered it to j)ass by as the idle wind, and spurned her from 
your presence, and not dragged the story out of her, as in this 
woman's ca<c, she says you did. Had it not been for your ad- 
vice, no accusation would have been brought by her against 
me, and of course no discipline would have been necessary, 
and no ex parte council called. I have more evidence in rela- 
tion to this matter than you are probably aware of. But I 
need not dwell on this point. Your own judgment must tell 
you how unjustifiable your whole course was with respect to 
that council, and that you were histrumental in having it called, 
in opposition to the ecclesiastical polity of Miu^sachusetts, and 
contrary to the advice of some of the pastors whom you con- 
sulted, — a council composed of pastors, a majority of whom 
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had committed themselves against me, — a council invited by 
letters missive which acknowledged me as the pastor of Payson 
Church, and which you read to your church, and advised the 
brethren to comply with the request, and to appoint a delegate, 
and which appointment was made. Now, let me ask you, why 
was this acknowledgment made when it was expected to operate 
to my injury, but studiously withheld when it could benefit me ? 
an acknowledgment which you had once said in the presence of 
your church, that you would sooner resign your office than 
make. 

But my object in addressing you is not to reproach you for 
the many and grievous wrongs which you have done me, but 
rather to let you know that I have no disposition to use the 
power now in my hands to place you before the public in such 
an unfavorable position as the publication of the document above 
referred to, must place you. I wish to feel and exhibit the 
spirit and temper of Christ, my master. And my great anxiety 
now is to ascertain what he would have me do. There has been 
an increasing conviction in the public mind for years, that your 
treatment of me has been any thing but Christian, — that it has 
been oppressive and vindictive, — that you have undertaken to 
place yourself above the decision of courts and councils, and to 
regard your own opinion as paramount to all other considera- 
tions. The developments made before the referees, antl your 
placing yourself for defence, not on the Christian power of 
truth, but pleading the statute of limitations and the law of priv- 
ilege, have greatly contributed to this result ; for you cannot 
make this intelligent community believe that clergymen have 
any such privilege, or that it would be honorable in them to 
plead it, if they had. 

1 think now that the climax of wrong has been reached. The 
persons whom you have counselled, and with whom you have been 
connected in compassing my destruction, have been detected in 
their iniquitous scheme. Wise and good men have advised me 
to make the case public, on the ground that this last act would 
throw the clearest light on all which might before have been 
dark. The publication of this matter to the world, I fully be- 
lieve, would be greatly for my temporal advantage. But I am 
wiiling to sacrifice interest to duty. Obedience to the gospel 
and the honor of the ministry are vastly more important than 
my own personal interest. I will therefore say to you, that if 
you are disposed to make Christian reparation for the many 
wrongs you have done me, it is not too late even now. The 
religion which I teach to others, and which I desire to practise. 
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seems to require me to make you this proposal. If yon rei 
joct it, I sluill not regret having made it ; for my duty will have 
been done. I shall wait a reasonable time, that you may, if 
disposed, communicate with me on the subject by letter, or some 
mutual friend, such as Dr. Woods or Dr. Blagden. I can as- 
sure you that if I have occasion to publish, ray object will be 
to disabuse the public mind, and to defend myself. Both law 
and gospel, — common sense and common justice, will declare 
such a publication to be a " privileged communication," espec- 
ially in consideration of the many, and long continued, and un- 
justifiable means which have been used to crush and ruin me. 
Yours, etc. J. H. Fairchild. 

My appeal to the public, and the doings of my church 
in this matter, occupied over two columns in the Cou' 
rier. Soon after its publication I met Dr. Woods, who 
remarked that he had read it, and approved of my pub- 
lishing it, and added these emphatic words, ^^ I think that 
the act of Dr, Adams in aibnitting suspended members to 
his com/mmiony knowing them to he suchy must open the eyes 
of pastors and churches^ and call forth their rebukeJ^ The 
publication of this document gave rise to several com- 
munications to the editor of the Churier. But on con- 
sultation with me, it was thought that the time had not 
then come for their publication. But now I feel myself 
justified in publishing at least tvvo of them, — the first 
from an orthodox clergyman in Middlesex county, and 
the other from a doctor in divinity of the Baptist denom- 
ination. 

For the Boston Daily Gmrier, 
DR. ADAMS AND REV. J. H. FAIRCHILD. 

Mr. Editor, — The communication which you recently pub- 
lished in your paper from Rev. J. II. Fairchild ought to arouse 
the ministers of Christ, and others too, to examine the ditficulty 
between him and Dr. Adams. When such a base and more 
than criminal attempt is made to destroy the character of any 
man, it is high time that public indignation were stirred. The 
facts disclosed in the paper from the Payson Church, clearly 
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proved by Dr. Cooper, yea, confessed by the miserable tool of 
others' baseness, shows that a more iniquitous plot was never 
conceived, and ought to lead every reader to ask himself if the 
same foul spirit has not prompted all previous attacks upon Mr. 
Fairchild. But I took my pen to speak of another point. 

Even admitting that Mr. Fairchild is a vile man, I could 
never justify the course of Dr. Adams towards him. It has not 
been Christian. And now, from the communication of Mr. Fair- 
child, I understand that he laid the whole matter before Dr. 
Adams, informing him that he had no desire to appear before 
the public with this disclosure, if he (Dr. Adams) would but 
manifest the proper spirit towards him. But Dr. Adams takes 
no notice of his letter. Is this the way that the minister of the 
gospel should conduct ? Dr. Adams must see that a foul plot 
has been invented to destroy the reputation of Mr. Fairchild. 
Even if every thing before were just as Dr. Adams had declared ; 
here is an instance of baseness toward Mr. Fairchild almost 
without parallel. This, Dr. Adams cannot but see. And yet 
he pays no regard to it, and leaves the sufferer in character, as 
the priest and Levite left the poor sufferer by the way-side be- 
tween Jerusalem and Jericho, to take care of himself He has 
no sympathy for him, and pursues just such a course as seems 
to say that he is sorry Mr. Fairchild has discovered the plot. 
Is this Christian charity ? Is this the golden rule exemplified ? 
Is this distinguishing between right and wrong, — justice and 
injustice ? Shall one Christian treat another, when crushed by 
rank injustice, just as he would when he beheves that his adver- 
sity is deserved? I had verily thought that my sympathies 
were demanded, even toward the meanest neighbor 1 have, 
when vile conspirators are seeking to destroy him by deceit and 
falsehood. " Give the devil his due." Be content to see no 
man worse than he is. They, who have never condemned the 
conduct of Dr. Adams before, surely cannot vindicate him in 
this. Suj)pose he were to preach from the text, " As ye would 
that men should do to you, do ye also to them likewise," how 
would he unfold the truth herein contained without condemning 
his own conduct ? Or suppose he should discourse upon the 
subject of charity, as treated of by Paul in the 13th chapter of 
1 Cor., and show that " charity suffereth long and is kind," " is 
not easily provoked," — " thinketh no evil," — " rejoiceth not in 
iniquity, but rejoiceth in the truth," and how would he handle 
the subject, and at the same time protect himself? Would none 
of his hearers think — 

OuTUODOX Fastos. 
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The following is the communication from the Baptist 
clergyman. 

Mr. Editor, — A copy of the Boston Daily Courier has just 
fallen into my hands containing the Rev. Mr. Fairchild's ap- 
peal to the public touching some recent attempts of certain well' 
known parties to destroy his ministerial standing and usefulness. 
Mr. Fairchild discovers a great reluctance again to bring his 
private griefs before his fellow-citizens. This is not surprising; 
such reluctance is natural in a sensitive mind. Solomon has 
said, that, ^^ oppression maJceth a wise man mad;^ and if that 
long persecuted and much injured clergyman should, however 
unwillingly, to vindicate what is dearer to him than life, resort 
to this only alternative left him, need any wonder ? The writer 
of this is a clergyman, but not of the same ecclesiastical connec- 
tion with these parties. I know* very little more of these mat- 
ters than what has been given to the public from the press, and 
do not presume to judge upon matters that are not within the 
province of any impartial man. But I venture the assertion, if 
Mr. Fairchild be not the worst man that a longsuffering God 
ever permitted to live, then one of the Boston doctors in di- 
vinity and one of its deacons have been pursuing a course whicb^ 
for unrelenting cruelty and bitter hate, a very devil would blu.<h 
to own. In the name of humanity and religion, both of which 
are outraged by such malignity to a fellow man, not to say a 
minister of Christ, I would entreat these men to desist from a 
course so revolting in itself; and so certain to meet in a coming 
day a terrible retribution. 

They may have persuaded themselves of Mr. Fairchild's guilt 
of what has often been charged upon him, but never proved, al- 
though in all conscience his enemies have had no lack of oppor- 
tunity or disposition to have proved it a thousand times, if they 
could, — but they should remember that a jury of his country, 
under the awful sanctions of an oath, have pronounced him in- 
nocent ; and that this has satisfied, as it ought, all order-loving, 
and law-abiding men. 

The conduct of Adams and Drake becomes an offence not 
only against Mr. Fairchild's legal rights, but against society it- 
self, which, taking the matter in its own hands, may yet bring 
the offenders to a strict account ; and from its just awards, 
neither wealth, rank, power, or i)lace will nffoixl protection. 

Every Christian minister throughout XhU great country knows 
just as well as he knows his alphabet, that the course pursued 
by Dr. Adams in the case of Hunting and wife, ad set forth in 
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this appeal, is an outrage upon all ecclesiastical law and order, 
whether as interpreted and understood by Episcopalians, Pres- 
byterians, or Congregationists. If heVas honest in regarding the 
Payson Church and its pastor as unworthy of, and without eccle- 
siastical standing, then why not let them entirely alone. This 
would have been the course of a conscientious man, and would 
have secured him the respect of those who might judge very 
differently from himself in regard to Mr. Fairchild and his so- 
ciety. But Dr. Adams was obviously much more influenced by 
his bitter prejudices than by the dictates of conscience or duty. 
lie may persuade himself that the case is otherwise with him, 
and his immediate friends and partisans may charitably believe 
it to be so ; but impartial men and ministers of other persua- 
sions will find it stultifying to all their common sense so to de- 
cide. A day will come when Mr. Fairchild can appeal from 
those who oppress and persecute him, to the God that made 
him and whom he serves, and get justice. It would be well 
for us all to remember how appropriate to that august occasion 
are the words of one of the sweetest poets that ever sung. 

" The kindness I to others show 
That kindness show to me/' 



CHAPTER XXIX. 

Having announced in my address on the new doc- 
trine of clerical privilege, that I should never cease my 
efforts while life remains, to get that false and libellous 
record expunged from the book of the Association, I 
concluded to make another attempt in December, 1853. 
I went, in the first place, to Mr. Dexter, pastor of Pine 
Street Church, supposing him to have been, at that time, 
the scribe. He corrected my mistake, informing me 
that Mr. Stone, pastor of Park Street Church, was scribe. 

31 
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as the only competent jury and tribunal in the matter, were con- 
vinced by evidence to us perfectly conclusive, that the principal 
accuser was not to be credited for the statements which she 
made, while we were fully satisfied, upon the most careful ex- 
amination of all the evidence, that Mr. and jMi-s. H. had been 
not only guilty, and grossly and knowingly guilty of slander and 
falseliood, but as grossly and knowingly guilty of violating their 
covenant vows, not merely by a breach of the law regarding 
jiccusations against an elder, but by keeping their pretended 
wrong and grievance from the knowledge both of the pastor 
and of the church, lor nearly two long years, accoixling to their 
own showing, and then, which was far woi*se, by retailing the 
shinder to those who were known to them jw both our, and our 
pa<tor*s most inveterate enemies, before telling it either to the 
person who they pretended had done the wrong, or to the church 
of which she and they were members. 

In further vindiciition of our course, we would refer the coun- 
cil to the documents in general, (presumed to be already in their 
handvs), showing the progress and character of our doings in the 
case of discipline complained of, from the time of our incipient 
measures to the tim(^ of our ''^provisional reply ^* to the note of 
Mr. and Mrs. II., dated July 23d, informing us of their appeiil 
to the judgment of a mutual council ; which '* provisional reply," 
together with so mucli of our final *' explicit and definite reply ^^ 
dated September 7lh, as needs to be here cited, we subjoin, 
commending both, but especially the latter, to the attentive 
perusal and careful consideration of the council, however supe> 
fluous might be such auxiliaries to less interested minds. 

The first or provisional rej)ly is contained in the following 
report of a committee of this church, which report was unani- 
mously adopted at its regular meeting. 

** Your committee, having duly considered the joint note of 
Mr. and Mrs. Hunting, of July 23d, respecting a mutual coun 
cil, would resj)ect fully recommend the adoption of the following 
as a i)rovisional reply to said note, namely. That while this church 
will by no means hesitate to give an explicit answer to said 
note, if insisted on, they would kindly suggest to Mr. and Mrs. 
Hunting the wisdom and expediency of not i)ressing for a more 
decisive reply. While immediate action would be entirely safe 
for this church and pastor, we are of opinion, that it could not be 
harmless to one or both of the other parties intei-ested. The 
church, while it will not shrink from any duty, are unwilling to 
inflict any unnecessary jiain." 

To the foregoing pi*o visional answer to the brief note of Mr* 
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to utter such language as follows, which I quote from 
their paper of May 4th : " It is a fact that many and 
many a congregation in New England which, a year 
ago, would have welcomed his labors more quickly and 
warmly than those of almost any other living minister 
of Jesus, would now feel it to be a calamity and grief 
to see him ascending their pulpit stairs." These gen- 
tlemen knew or might have known years ago the griev- 
ous oppression and persecution inflicted on me by Dr. 
Adams ; and if they and those other members of the 
Suffolk South Association, who sympathize with them 
on the subject of slavery, had taken the same firm and 
determined stand against Dr. Adams which they have 
now taken, and where they had a voice and a vote, my 
difficulties with the Association would have been ad- 
justed and ended years ago. 

I then went to Mr. Kirk ; and as he was one of the 
original members who voted to make that record, and 
afterwards to reaffirm it, he was not unwilling to listen 
to an argument on the subject. He said he would do all 
he could to set matters right, — that he was convinced 
the record was wrong, and ought not to be retained. As 
that interview was late in December, he remarked that 
there was not time sufficient for him to do any thing be- 
fore the next meeting on the first Tuesday in January ; 
but assured me that he would converse with some of the 
members on the subject, and prepare the way for action 
if he could, at the meeting in March, and that if 1 
would call a few weeks hence, he should then probably 
be able to tell me what could be done. And I called 
again as he suggested. He then said, he did not know 
that any thing could be done, for he had conversed with 
Dr. Adams on the subject, and that " he had put him 
all aback." He mentioned several reasons which Dr. 
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Adams gave why the preamble and vote should not be 
rescinded. At a subsequent interview, he again assured 
me of his readiness to set matters right ; but intimated 
that he eould do nothing more, and that I must take 
such a course as seemed to me most proper. Accord- 
ingly I prepared the following communication, which I 
addressed, through the scribe, to the Association at their 
meeting the first Tuesday in March, 1854. 

South Boston, March 2, 1854. 

To the membere of the Saflblk Sonth ARSocintion, particularly to Rev. 
Messrs. Samuel H. Riddel, Edward Bcechcr, N. Adams, E. N. Kiik, A. C. 
Thompson, Christoi)hcr Marsh, and Joseph S. Clark. 

Gentlemen, — I thus single you out from your associates be- 
cause you are, so far as I know, the only present acting mem« 
bers of the Association who took part in placing on your records, 
or in retaining there a certain preamble and vote respecting me, 
which I once more request you to rescind. After all the light 
which was thrown on those records before the referees in the 
summer of 1851, and from the legal consequences of which 
protection was sought, not on the truth of wliat you had there 
recorded, but behind the statute of limitations, and the plea of 
privileged communications, I was hoping that you would, of 
your own accord, do me the simple act of justice of making 
your records conform to the truth. But as nothing of this 
nature has yet been done by you, notwithstanding my solemn 
declaration publicly made two years ago, that I should pei-sist 
in my efforts to obtain from you my just rights, and as life is 
uncertain, I am impelled by a sense of duty to myself and 
family and friends, not to remain quiet under the unjust impu- 
tations there resting on my name. I beg leave, therefore, to 
state to you in writing, the principal reasons on which I ground 
my request. And I trust that you will hear me out of respect 
to my age, as well as my cause. 

First reason. Your preamble and vote of January 7, 1845, 
are not true. To convince you of this, and to save you the 
trouble of searching your records, I will here transcribe that 
preamble and vote : — 

" Whereas, An ecclesiastical council held at Exeter, N. H., 
in July last, for the purpose of hearing and examining certain 
charges against the moral character of Rev. Joy H. Fairchild, 
a member of this Association, and at that time pastor of the 
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First Church in Exeter, — at which a committee of this Asso- 
ciation was present, — did, by their resuh, declare Mr. Fair- 
child to be guilty of the crimes alleged against him, and there- 
fore proceeded to depose him from the ministry : And 

" Whereas^ Mr. Fairchild having denied the truth of said alle- 
gations, did persist in such denial to the last, and claimed that 
evidence in his favor was in existence, not then to be obtained 
on account of the absence of a witness : And 

" Whereas,'\h\& Association, having waited till the present time, 
to give opportunity for further developments in the case, and in 
the mean time, having seen and interrogated the witness re- 
ferred to, and carefully attended to certain publications put 
forth by Mr. Fairchild since his trial, are now satisfied that no 
valid evidence has appeared of the character claimed by the 
accursed : therefore, 

" Voted, That Mr. Joy H. Fairchild, for the crimes of seduc- 
tion and adultery charged and proved upon him before an eccle- 
siastical council at Exeter, and for falsehood in denying the 
truth of these charges when brought against him, and in still 
persisting in such denial, he, and he is hereby separated from 
his connection with this ministerial association." 

The above preamble and vote you will find on your records 
of January 7, 1845, inserted there abcAit three montlis previous 
to my trial and acquittal by the civil court. 

I will now quote to you the result of the Exeter Council : — 

" The council feel compelled to express their deep conviction 
that Mr. Fairchild cannot be innocent in this matter ; and that 
unless he can present a clearer vindication of himself before 
some tribunal more competent than ourselves to compel the at- 
tendance of witnesses and the utterance of all the truth, and 
till such act be done, he ought not, and so far as our decision 
goes, does not, longer hold the place of a minister in the church 
of Christ." 

Now please compare your record of January 7, 1845, with 
the above result of the Exeter Council. Your record says that 
I had been proved guilty before that council of three infamous 
crimes, whereas that council does not say that I had been 
proved guilty of any specific offence whatever. They ex- 
pressly declare their incompetency to compel the attendance of 
witnesses ; and therefore virtually recommend my going to 
another tribunal, which had the pow(;r not pertaining to the 
council, meanwhile suspending me from the functions of my 
office till the more competent tribunal had investigated and 
passed judgment on ray case, plainly implying that when that 

31* 
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act was done, and a verdict of acquittal rendered, my suspen- 
sion ceased, and my ministerial functions were restored. This 
was the meaning of the council, as understood by everybody at 
the time. And after having spent my little property to wipe 
off the foul reproach from my reputation, I did not even dream 
that I should lie for ever under the ban of a clerical associa- 
tion, by their stepping in between me and the verdict of my 
country. For in this case, my civil are my ministerial rights, 
since on the verdict of acquittal by the jury, the act of suspen- 
sion by the council ceased, and my restoration to the functions 
of my office became complete. 

At your meeting July 10, 1849, to act on my request to re- 
scind your pre^amble and vote of January 7, 1845, you '* voted 
not to rescind." You then appointed a committee to prepare a 
new draft, following, as far as possible, the very language of 
the Exeter Council in their result. At a subsequent meeting, 
this committee reported. I wish now to turn your attention 
particularly to that report, which you call a declarative vote. 
You begin with a preamble in which you profess " to follow 
strictly the language of the result of the Exeter Council." On 
reading that preamble, as it appears in the printed award of 
the referees, I found the very gist of that result omitted. On 
examining the records of. the court, I learned that this omission 
was not a mistake of the printer. The omitted sentence is 
this, — " and till such act be doneP I was obliged to go to the 
records of the court for information, as your former scribe, 
Rev. J. W. Alvord, said under oath that he could not give me 
a certified copy of your records relating to my case, " witliout 
exposing himself to a criminal prosecution." The omitted sen- 
tence seems to have been inserted by the council for the very 
purpose of rendering it impossible to misapprehend their 
meaning. 

In this declarative vote you renew the act of separating me 
from your Association, (though I had not been a member, ac- 
cording to your own showing, for more than four yeai*s,).on the 
express ground of falsehood in denying the truth of the 
charges when brought against me,. and for still persisting in 
such denial. You here reassert that I am guilty of the crimes 
alleged against me, from every imputation of which the civil 
court had fully acquitted me; for surely I could not be 
guilty of falsehood in denying charges, unless they had been 
true. It strikes me that your declarative vote (considering the 
circumstances under which it was made, it having been done 
years after the matter had been fully investigated in courts and 
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clearly proved to be a fiction and a lie,) is more objectionable 
than the original vote, and quite as inconsistent with the truth. 

According to your preamble of January 7, 1845, 1 ceased to 
be a clergyman in July, 1844. If the Exeter Council deposed 
me from the ministry, as that preamble asserts, and since the 
Suffolk South Association is composed of clergymen only, why 
should such a vote be put upon your records six months after 
my deposition, — thus expelling a layman! Was not this a 
work of supererogation ? 

Second reason. A clerical association has no ecclesiastical 
authority whatever in Massachusetts, and consequently no right 
to deal with delinquent members in the way of discipline. 
They can drop the name of any member, as may a club of 
physicians or lawyers whenever they choose no longer to asso- 
ciate with him. But they have no right to publish him an 
immoral man, unless they are prepared to prove it before a 
competent tribunal. Least of all have they a right to brand 
his name with infamy m his absence, and without his knowl- 
edge. And I think you will admit that I have just reason to 
complain of your preamble and vote of January 7, 1845, when 
you reflect that two or three weeks before you did that act, I 
had published to the world, as you well knew, that I was soon 
coming to the very tribunal suggested by the Exeter Council. 
And liaving given you this notice, when I read in the Daily 
Mail in less than one week after your meeting, that you had ex- 
pelled me from the Association, I could not but deem it a most 
cruel act, as it seemed intended to influence the public mind, 
and thus prejudice ray cause on my appeal to the civil court. 

Third reason. Your record repudiates and negatives the ver- 
dict of the only competent tribunal known to our laws to sit in 
judgment on such matters ; and also the result of the Exeter 
Council, which result was made, by express provision, to be per- 
petuated or annulled according to the verdict of said tribu- 
nal, — a verdict admitted by judge and jury to have been ren- 
dered on the distinct merits and facts of the case, and not on 
jmy technicality of the law, — a verdict readily sanctioned by 
the public press, both secular and religious, with scarce an ex- 
ception, throughout the country. And if a vei'dict so rendered, 
U of no avail, then of what use are our courts and councils, 
and what inducement has any man when falsely accused, to 
appeal to them for redress, and thus to meet the vast expense, 
and run the fearful hazard of being condemned, though inno- 
cent ? If you disbelieve my statement as to the opinion of the 
judge and jury, please consult Governor Washburn who sat 9^ 
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left off before at all m<*d<llinfr \viih it. Our intn-.^t i>. p'-nce. 
Our disposition favors it. Our present manit'cst duiir.^ p'.|nir.- 
it. Our comfort and usefulness depend upon it, Jind, we think, 
the comfort and usefulness of our clerical and ecclesia-^tieal 
neighbors will be not less promoted than our own, by seeking 
the things which make for peace, and things whereby one may 
edify another. We seek our own proper edification as a first 
duty. We have no suj)ertluous energies to waste abroad with 
any who may seek occasion to withdraw us from hopeful 
pros[)ects at home. We have, with solemn deliberation, un- 
dertaken a work which, with the divine favor, we intend ear- 
nestly to pursue to its completion. If called, for a brief time, 
from so ch(»erhig a duty, to remonstrate and protest, once and 
again, with becoming self-respect, agjiinst the intrusion of an 
exporte council into affairs not their own, and for which they 
are in many ways incompetent, our remonstrance and protest 
being made, we hope to resume our work at home, leaving those 
who wUU to be busy bodies in other men*s matters, though waiv- 
ing no right to hold them to their j)roper responsibilities, as 
future discretion and duty may determine. 

Our former protest was brief, though, we trust, not uncora- 
prehensive or inexplicit. The exceedingly short time, (three 
secular days,) between the notiiicjition to us of the meeting of 
the council, and its actual meeting, seemed as if designed to 
prevent an adequate opportunity for our deHberate and prudent 
action in defence or assertion of our inherent and constitutional 
rights ; and especially inadequate to collect the witnesses, pro- 
cure the written evidence, collate authorities and prec<^dents, 
and make other due preparation and armngement for an elabo- 
rate investigation, if thought proper, before a body so remark- 
ably, not to say unscrupulously, composed. 

The adjournment of the council, however, affords us an un- 
ex])ected opportunity to renew and extend our protest by the^se 
presents, j)erhaps the last ecclesiastical exj)ression to the council 
of the strong sense we entertain of our own rights and liberties, 
or of their unwarrantable assumption of oversight and authority 
in such matters. 

It is very true, and a truth not to be suppresseil, that thif 
church entertains no very sanguine hope that a council so con- 
stituted and so arranged, will so lay aside their habitual feelings, 
or so post2)one their foregone conclusions, as to pause at any 
principles however plain, or any truths however forcible, which 
may admonish those feelings, or thwart those conclusions. 

The possibility of a useful effect, sometimes justifies an on 
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ment, there is no ecclesiastical tribunal before which to summon 
you, such as I should have, were we under the Presbyterian 
polity. And if I could compel you to do so, Christian minis- 
ters should be the last men to wait for the application of civil 
law to force them to do justly. All that I could do in such a 
case would be to expose your wrong doing more clearly to the 
world, and obtain from you pecuniary damages. But money is 
of little consequence compared with my just rights in the mat- 
ter of reputation. True, money would be worth something to 
a man who has sacrificed all his earthly substance in defending 
himself from the unjust attacks which have been made upon 
him, — which sacrifice would, in my judgment, and in the judg- 
ment of vast multitudes, never have been required, had it not 
been for the course pursued by your committee in the grand- 
jury room, and at Exeter. But I have no wish to revive that 
painful subject ; and I do sincerely hope that you will never 
give me any further occasion to do so. 

The question submitted to you is this : Will you do me a sim- 
ple act of justice by making your records conform to the truth ? — 
in other words, will you rescind your obnoxious votes respecting 
me f Do not, I pray you, blink the question ; for it must be 
met in some form or other. I do not wish again to agitate the 
public mind on this subject. I have little time and no inclina- 
tion for such a service. I am now engaged in the great and la- 
lx)rious work of providing means for the erection of a church 
edifice, which I am quite unwilling to suspend even for a short 
season ; but the defence of my reputation from such grave im- 
putations, is paramount to all other considerations, and becomes 
as much my duty as to defend my life. And if the public mind 
must again be agitated, the world shall know that the fault is 
not in me, and that I did all which Christian forbearance could 
rei^uire me to do in order to avert it. I entreat you for the honor 
of the orthodox ministry that you will withhold from me my 
just rights no longer. That ministry has suffered grievously in 
the judgment of candid, unprejudiced, and intelligent men of all 
persuasions by the strange and unheard-of course pursued in 
reference to my affairs. It is frequently and truly remarked 
that no ministers of any other denomination in the land, were 
ever before known to be the^r^^ to desert a brother clergyman, 
and the la^t to submit to such a verdict as has been rendered in 
my case. You are doubtless aware that clergymen have, in a 
great measure, lost that strong hold on the respect and confi- 
dence of the people which they once had ; and I ask you, as 
honest men, to say whether you think that the stigma which you 
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liave so unrighteously and untruly fixed upon my name in youf 
book of records, and persisted in retaining there with such un- 
seemly pertinacity against the declared judgment of jurors and 
councils, is likely to strengthen that confidence ? I am an au- 
thorized minister of the gospel, and the pastor of a regularly 
constituted church, as much so as either of you. The laws of 
the Commonwealth are as truly over me for my protection, as 
over you for yours. My standing, ecclesiastically and civilly, 
is as good as your own ; for I presume that none of you will 
pretend that you were put into the ministry by wiser or better 
men than Rev. Drs. Woods, Burgess, French, Sheldon, and 
others of like character, who took part in the services of my last 
installation. 

Previous to the charge brought against me in 1844, my char- 
acter was as fair as that of any one of you. This was admitted 
by your committee before the council at Exeter, and distinctly 
stated to the court by Mr. Parker, the prosecuting attorney. It 
is nine years this month since my acquittal both by court and 
council. And wliat have I since done, except assert my just 
rights, and defend them against the most fearful odds ? True, 
several most shameful attempts have since been made to blast 
my reputation and render me odious to the community ; but a 
kind Providence has hitherto caused all these attempts to recoil 
on the heads of their authors. How then can you as ministers 
of the gospel, professedly possessing yourselves, and inculcating 
upon others, the spirit and temper of Christ your blaster, who, 
when guilt was open as the day, mercifully said, " Neither do I 
condemn thee; go and sin no more," — how, I ask, can you per- 
sist in retaining such disgraceful and false votes upon your rec- 
ords, not only without right, but agauist right ? Is this as the 
gosjxjl directs? See Matth. vii. 12. 

I will here take the liberty to quote a sentence or two from 
a letter of Rev. George Allen of Worcester addressed to Dr 
Edward Beecher, and which the doctor read at my request, tc 
the Association when they met July 10th, 1849, to act on my 
request then made, and now repeated, to rescind their preamble 
and vote of January 7, 1845. "That the record," says Mr 
Allen, '^ was and still is a libel, I have not a doubt ; and if such ' 
is its character, then should the Association hasten to undo, sc 
far as they may, so plain a wrong. That record, untrue in it- 
self, is the only formal and official condemnation of Mr. Fair- 
child for the crimes alleged against him. No other record 
denies him any wonted ministerial standing. No verdict of 
jury touches his character. No result of council affects his 
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office. No council or court would have dared, on any evi- 
dence, to condemn him without a citation to appear before 
it, and confront his accusers. But the record of the As- 
sociation condemns and inflicts punishment without the sem- 
blance of a trial by themselves, and against the verdict of a jury, 
prcindorsed by a result of council. Such tyranny would be a 
reproach anywhere; but more than anywhere else, on the 
spot best known on all the face of the earth for its early, strenu- 
ous, and successful defence of civil and religious liberty." 

I cannot but hope that you will now see the right, and resolve 
to do it. I feel quite sure that several of your number will do 
so, since they have already acknowledged me as the pastor of a 
sister church, by reading letters missive to their churches, avow- 
ing that fact, and inviting them, by pastor and delegate, to sit 
in council, and pass judgment on our doings. Consistency, there- 
fore, would seem to require those gentlemen at least, to vote to 
rescind. 

This communication is addressed to you, not in anger, but in 
grief. And if any one of you should censure me for what he 
may call my " bad spirit," and complain of me for agitating this 
question again, will he not ask himself how quietly he would 
rest, and in what terms he would address the Association, if a 
vote stood on your book of records declaring him to have been 
proved guilty of seduction, and adultery, and falsehood, and re- 
affirming it years afterwards, and in contravention of the well- 
known decision of court and council, thus rendering his name 
and memory infamous, and causing his descendants to blush for 
very shame, to the end of time. But such a record would not 
be more false respecting him than it is respecting me. And the 
legal and moral right would be as complete in the one case as 
in the other. I must be permitted here to say, that what greatly 
aggravates this offence is the fact that your vote of January 7, 
1845, was kept from my knowledge, as to its nature and pur- 
port, for more than four years, and would probably never have 
been made known to me, had I not presented a call for it which 
could not safely have been refused. 

You may possibly think that you can never be placed in cir- 
cumstances requiring you to protest against the wrongs of your 
brethren. But you know who has said, " A brother offended 
is harder to be won than a strong city." You know, too, the 
history of Job ; and you have not forgotten how confidently he 
once said, " I shall die in my nest." 

I reassure you that I wish for no litigation. And one object 
of this letter is to prevent it. But if your action or want of 
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practice which the rule itself so expressly enjoins. This prin- 
ciple is so clearly and comprch(»nsively stated by Dr. Doddridge, 
in his Exposition of the New Testament, that we will here cite 
in full his own words, not doubting that his explanation of the 
rule and the reason of it, is the irresistible conclusion of every 
unbiased and considerate mind. Speaking of elders, and citing 
the words of Paul, Dr. Doddridge says, ** great care should be 
taken that their reputation, on which their usefulness will so 
much depend, may not be lightly impeached. Accordingly do 
not receive an accusrition against an elder, unless on (he tcstitnony 
of two or three credible witnesses," for the single report of any 
one p(^*son is not material enough to set against the word of an 
elder, maintaining his own innocence. (See Fam. Expos, on 
1 Tim. V. 19.) 

The rule, then, being plain and indisputable, and the reason of 
it being clear and cogent, it as clearly follows that an accussi- 
tion, not corroborated by other testimony than that of the ac- 
cuser, is a violation of the spirit and obvious intent of that rule. 
The end for which the rule is given, is plainly nothing else than 
the reasonable and just protection of character; and, in its 
proper application to that end, it forbitls any and all impeach- 
ment, whether by the church collectively or by any individual 
member of it, without the concurrent testimony of the prescribed 
number of witnesses. The letter of the law shows the spirit of 
the; law. The letter of it is, " Against an elder receive not an 
accusation," etc. That which cannot be ecclesiastically received^ 
cannot be (jcclesiastically offered ; for if its reception is forbid- 
den as unjust, or as tending to wrong, its [)resentation is like- 
wise forbidden, as having the same injurious effect or tendency. 
Such an accusation, therefore, is unlawful, and, as such, is a 
censurable offence. 

Does any one object, that we claim for our pastor a clerical 
or official priinlege ? Our answer to such a question is, that 
the exaction is not ours, but the gospeVs. If the law is plain, 
and its import obligatory, we have no alternative. Duty, then, 
is not a matter of option, but of prescribed authority. But 
though the rule is explicit and mandatory in respect to elders or 
ministers, the due practice in respect to aU members of the 
church is the same, as laid down by acknowledged congrega- 
tional authority. The first article in the Congregational Dic- 
tionary, recently commended to the public by the moderator of 
this council, opens as follows, namely : " Accusations in discipline 
should not be received, unless on the testimony of two or three 
witnesses." The authorities there cited in support of this uni- 
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versa! rule, arc Goodwin's Church Government^ p. 129, and 
Mitchell's Guide, p. 103 ; to which may be added Mather's 
Hatio Discipline, p. 148. A like universal rule governs the 
practice of the four thousand Presbyterian churches in the 
United States. 

Was, then, the accusation by Mrs. II a censurable of- 
fence? This depends, ecclesiastically viewed, on the number 
of witnesses to accredit and corroborate her own testimony. 
Were there two ? Was there a solitary one ? Confessedly she 
stands alone, with no support whatever ; no, not even the sup" 
port of a consistent or probable story. 

We cannot reasonably supjiose that Mrs. H was ignorant 

either of the plain rule of Scripture, or of her own covenant en- 
gagement. The presumption, in every church, in respect to 
each and all of its members, is, that duties plainly taught and 
voluntarily assented to, are sufficiently understood to be duly 

practised. But if, in the case of Mrs. H , there might have 

been room to entertain a doubt of her unaided capacity to un- 
derstand her acknowledged or assumed obligations, yet as she 
professes to have put herself under the special care of the Rev. 
Dr. Adams, as her sel(?ct spiritual adviser in regard to her scrip- 
tural and covenant obligations, we are not permitted by ordi- 
nary rules of action, to enterUiin those scruples which in some 
other extreme cases might claim our indulgence. But even if 
she had been misled in her application for spiritual advice, to 
one who was so conversant with, and had taken so deep an in- 
terest in our affairs, still we could not see any occasion for the 
plea of ignorance while persisting in her irregular course after 
due admonition of her error. 

Plainly, then, the offence for which Mrs. II. was suspended 
from our fellowship was fully sustained, and who shall say 
that this church might not so declare, or might not determine 
what, or what measure of censure her manifest offence claimed? 
To wrest the matter from their hands, or in any way to weaken 
those hands, even by a seeming doubt of due authority or the 
just and proper use of it, would be rash, arrogant, and altogether 
reprehensible on the part of any council, however comi)osed, 
who should assume or presume so to interfere and intermeddle ; 
and what measure of condemnation and indignant rc'buke would 
be too severe, for such arrogance and presumption on the part 
of an exparte council so sorted and composed as the present, 
further developments in this protest may, perhaps, suggest to 
any whom discretion has not utterly for>aken. 

To all this we may more distinctlyadd, that the church sitting 
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as the only competent jury and tribunal in the matter, were con- 
vinced by evidence to us perfectly conclusive, that the principal 
accuser was not to be credited tor the statements which she 
made, while we were fully satisfied, upon the most careful ex- 
amination of all the evidence, that Mr. and Mi-s. II. had been 
not only guilty, and grossly and knowingly guilty of slander and 
falsehood, but as grossly and knowingly guilty of violating their 
covenant vows, not merely by a breach of the law regarding 
accusations against an elder, but by keeping their pretended 
wrong and grievance from the knowledge both of the pastor 
and of the church, for nearly two long years, according to their 
own showing, and then, which was far worse, by retailing the 
slander to those who were known to them as both our, and our 
pastor's most inveterate enemies, before telling it either to the 
j)erson who they pretended had done the wrong, or to the church 
of which she and they were membei's. 

In further vindicixtion of our course, we would refer the coun- 
cil to the documents in general, (presumed to be already in their 
hands), showing the progress and character of our doings in the 
case of discipline complained of, from the time of our incipient 
measures to the time of our ''^ provisiomd reply" to the note of 
Mr. and Mrs. H., dated July 23d, informing us of their appeal 
to the judgment of a mutual council ; which " provisional re[)ly," 
together with so much of our final *' explicit and dejinite replt/y* 
dated September 7th, as needs to be here cited, we subjoin, 
commending both, but especially the latter, to the attentive 
perusal and careful consideration of the council, however super- 
fluous might be such auxiliaries to less interested minds. 

The first or provisional reply is contained in the following 
rejt^oW of a committee of this church, which report was unani- 
mously adopted at its regular meeting. 

*' Your committee, having duly considered the joint note of 
Mr. and Mrs. Hunting, of July 23d, respecting a mutual coun 
cil, would respectfully recommend the adoption of the following 
as a provisional reply to said note, namely, That while this church 
will by no means hesitate to give an explicit answer to said 
note, if insisted on, they would kindly suggest to Mr. and Mrs. 
Hunting the wisdom and expediency of not pressing for a more 
decisive reply. While immediate action would be entirely safe 
for this church and pastor, we are of opinion, that it could not be 
harmless to one or both of the other parties intei*ested. The 
church, while it will not shrink from any duty, are unwilling to 
infiict any unnecessary pain." 

To the foregoing provisional answer to the brief note of Mr. 
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and Mrs. Hunting of July 23d, notifying to us their " appeal," 
this church received from them a second still briefer note, dated 
August 9th, of which the following is a copy, namely : " Having 
duly considered our request of July 23d, before making it, we 
i7isist on an explicit and definite reply." To this second note 
the church returned a report of their committee to whom tiie 
subject was referred, adopted by the church as the reply in- 
sisted on ; of which tlie following is an extract. 

*' In giving an explicit and definite reply " to the note of July 
23d, as insisted on by the note of August 9th, it becomes neces- 
sary, in the judgment of your committee, to connect with that 
reply, herein alr(?ady expressed, a comprehensive statement of 
particular facts which, with others, induced the vote of suspen- 
sion aforesaid, and which in the opinion of your committee, 
should cooperatp as a bar to the consent of this church to the 
call for a mutual council. This statement your committee, in 
their former report sought wholly to avoid, by recommending to 
the church such a reply to the note of Mr. and Mrs. Hunting, 
of .July 23d, as should suggest to them a prudent reconsidera- 
tion of the course })roposed by it^ They, however, having in- 
sisted on an "explicit and definite reply,'* it becomes necessary 
to give such an answer as shall most effectually vindicate your 
present course, as well as correct such misrepresentations as 
have been already set afloat, and forestall others which are like- 
ly to follow from the same quarter. These considerations have 
induced your committee to review the outlines of the case; 
which review they .also submit to the consideration of the church, 
and if sec*n fit, for the adoption of the same as a precautionary 
part of their reply. 

The original complaint against both of the delinquents was, 
for a breach of covenant^ and for slander, involving falsehood. 
In respect to i\\ii first of these charges, — the infraction of their 
c(fvenant ; the proof was full and uncontested. It was, in fact, 
freely confessed, with an attempt to justify it, — such an attempt 
as aggravated the original offence. 

And now as to the second charge, the matter of slander. By 
scriptural and ecclesiastical law, any charge of moral misde- 
meanor, unsustained by adequate evidence, (the accuser either 
knowing or having good reason to suspect its deficiency, either 
as to the requisite number or the credibility of witnesses,) is 
slander, and is to be deemed ecclesiastically faL*e. 

In the case here referred to, (to say nothing at present in 
respect to the very questionable character for credibility of the 
accusing and only witness,) it is enough to say, so far as the 
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just action and due order of the church are concerned, that the 
refjuisite number of witnesses was incomplete. Therefore, the 
churcii had jio alternative, but were plainly bound to pursue 
the course they actually took. If, therefore, any are disposed 
to complain, they must find fault with the law itself, and not 
with the administration of it But who shall find fault with 
the law ? Its source is not more sacred, than its character is 
wise and good. The law Wius ordained as a necessary safeguard 
against the liability to unjust accusation, — a liability as constant 
and as permanent as human nature itself. If any object that 
guilt may sometimes esciipe by the operation of such a law, 
they should also consider that without it, a far greater mis- 
chief might ensue, even the condemnation of the innocent. 
Both the letter and the spirit of the law are equally plain, and 
its wisdom has been sustained by the highest authority and 
general practice of, at least, all Protestant denominjvtions. 

But, sufiicient as is the foregoing vindication of the course 
pursued by the church, your committee, however much indis- 
posed, will not refrain from presenting a still further view of 
the case, that if the reply of the church, so unwisely insisted 
on by the ill-advisctd subscribers to the several notes of July 
and August, should meet the eye of prejudice, nothing may be 
wanting to satisfy any but the wilfully deluded. In discharg- 
ing this duty, your committee would state, that in the action of 
the church whc^n met to investigate the charges against the de- 
linquents, a wider range was allowed than would be necessary, 
or, perhaps, even proper in ordinary cases of like complaint. 
In consecjuence of the irregular course pursued by the delin- 
quents, and the naturally mischievous tendency of such a 
course, the principal accuser of our pastor was allowed to relate 
her story to the church, at an unusually full meeting of both 
sexes. But to say nothing of her coarse and insolent deport- 
ment before the church while on trial, — nothing about her 
defect of veracity in ollu^r matters, — such was her narrative; 
so unnatural and improbable in its general character and par- 
ticular circumstances; so confused and contradictory in all its 
alleged I'aets ; so incompatible witli other facts resting on dis- 
tinct and unexceptionable proof; so variant as to alleged time, 
and so grossly disreputable to her own mode.^ty and chastity of 
purpo>e, — a purpose of confessedly nnavniling tempiatton at 
the only lime of imputed misconducts that a pervading and deep 
impression of the imi>robability of her story settled on the 
minds of all present, and confirmed the propriety of censure 
on the formal charges then already fully established. 
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Your committee have forborne to press on tlie attention of the 
church all the considerations which might well govcM-ii their de- 
cision to negative the measure of an ** appeal " to the judgment 
of a mutual council. They might, were it necessary, urge the 
well-ascertnined fact, that, while the subscribers to the note 
of July 23d were professing to act ecclesiastically, and to rely 
on the judgment of a mutual council, they were, ev(*n then, 
busy and urgent to propagate their scandal anonymously by the 
public press, not as a measure of defence against any like 
resort, but wholly as a matter of aggression, instigated, it may 
be, directly or indirectly, by their " spiritual adviser," or some 
one of his veteran clerical accomplices. If the earnest experi- 
ment was a failure, it only proves that the sense of honor on 
the part of others, was more scrupulous than that of religious 
principle professed by themselves. 

Your committee might add, moreover, that the clearest cred- 
ible evidence is before them, that the principal accuser of our 
pastor has, since the time of alleged impropriety, both said and 
done that which fully exculpates him from the misconduct im- 
puted. But they forbear. The reasons already given are 
more than sullicient. Your committee, therefore, in conclusion, 
repeat the advice that the church explicitly and definitely de- 
cline the aforesaid ^^ appeal," and that disregarding, as much as 
may be, annoyances from abroad, they unitedly and resolutely 
seek the things that make for peace, and things whereby one 
may edify another. 

To the many and forcible reasons which determined our ex- 
plicit and definite reply, a part only of which are expressed in 
the document just quoted from, might be added other conclu- 
sive evidence, since come to light, of the discredit which is due 
to the story of Mrs. Hunting ; but we forbear, having other 
topics to present, which of themselves might well occupy all 
the time which the members of the council can usefully spare 
from their several ordinary pursuits. 

The first of these topics is, Oie nature^ limits, and occasions of 
councils. On this comprehensive topic a wearisome array of 
renowned authorities might be cited, relevant to the case in 
hand ; but fortunately, whatever is needful for this end is too 
simple, and lies in too brief a compass to tiix the patience or 
the understanding of any who are willing to know the truth 
on the subject. 

It is a first principle of Congregationalism true and proper, 
that all church powers are vested in each j)articular church, for 
the management of its own afiairs. This fundamental principle 
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is clearly and carefully laid down in the received platform of 
our churches, (ch. 10, sect. 2). The necessary inference from 
the ibregoing principle is so well expressed by the venerable 
predecessor of a clerical member of this council, tlie Rev. 
Thomas Prince, of the Old South Church, that we take pleas- 
ure in giving his own words, namely : " No churches, or church 
of lice rs whatever, have any power over any other church or 
officers, to control or impose u|K)n them ; but are equal in their 
rights and privileges, and ought to be independent in the exer- 
cise of them." (Annals, p. 92. Boston. 173G.) 

Tlie above stiitement is made by its learned author, not 
merely as his own o])inion, or his own knowledge of Congrega- 
tionalism as existing in his own day, but as a sure historical fact 
in rcs[>ect to Congregationalism as brought to these shores, and 
as iirmly maintained in after time. 

That principle, with its necessary inference, is the only guar- 
antee of the rights and privileges so dear to our churches in all 
their history. Of any encroachment upon it they have ever 
been jealous ; and if tlieir children have any wisdom of their 
own, or any regard for that of their fathers, that sacred princi- 
ple they will steadfastly maintain, and faithfully transmit. 

But while that principle was so fondly cherished by our 
fathers, they also recognized, in subonlination to it, the social 
relations and duties of churches to each other, for mutual good 
and general advantage. Accordingly they constitutionally recog- 
nized the propriety and necessity of councils in two cases, and 
two only, (exclusive of general councils or synods for more 
general pur[)oses,) namely, want of light and want of peace in a 
particular church, (Platform, ch. 15, sec. 2,) in which cases 
each church was to be the sole judge of its own need of help, 
and to C4ill for council at its own good pleasure, not suffering 
other churches to do its thinking or fashion its will, though 
not negligent of friendly and discreet suggestions from any 
quarter. And even when, in diffi(Mjlt matters, advice was freely 
sought, while it was to be treated with due consideration, it was 
only advice^ without semblanct*. of authority beyond the reasons 
it contained as such reasons appeared to the mind of the church 
advised. This fellowship of the churches harmonized with the 
great principle on which rested their sacred rights and liberties. 

But in all communities this side heaven, wrong to individual 
members is liable to be done, and persisted in ; and, in the case 
of churches, how shall relief from manifest or probable hard- 
shi|) be had, without disturbing their fundamental principle; or 
rather, with the least possible disturbance of it ? 
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This difficult problem of Congregational polity was never 
solved to the complete satisfaction or even acquiescence of all 
our churches; though the nearest approximation to general 
consent was by the careful intervention of ex parte councils, in 
cases of gross and palpable hardship. Such councils are, and 
have always been considered to be unnormal, — the anomaly of 
Congregationalism, proceeding, in extreme cases, from the neces" 
sity which knows no law. It is that monster of our system, 
which, if the breed were common, would beget confusion and 
ruin in our churches. This consequence was a matter of clear 
foresight on the part of our fathers, and for this reason they 
took s[)ecial and exemplary care that the monster should be im- 
potent for progeny. They fenced it in with strong bars, and 
crippled it with fast restrictions, and did what they could to hin- 
der, yet suffer it. The Platform does not name or describe it. 
It is only endured by the sufferance of a flagrant exigency. 

That such was the theory of ex parte councils is apparent 
from a mere glance at the history of their practice, as given by 
Cotton Mather in his chapter on councils, and still more evi- 
dent and impressive from a careful scrutiny, — a chapter from 
which fragments have been too often struck off to be used with- 
out a regard to the force of the combined whole. Some just im- 
pression of its significance may be received by considering the 
following abstract of his statement, namely : — 

In the first place, the person who feels aggrieved applies to 
the church, through its pastor, for a review of his case, with 
respectful remonstrance of the apprehended hardships. If his 
application is refused, he requests of them a council. If they 
refuse this also, he may call one himself, informing them what 
he does. For this he applies to neighboring churches by their 
pastors, who do not rashly at ojice read his letters in public, hit 
having informed themselves, as thoroughly as they can, they notify 
to the pastor of the church complained of, their understanding 
of the case, desiring to know from him if the difficulty cannot 
be removed by the church itself ; or whether there is atiy just 
objection to their coming as a council. If after all, they are yet 
apprehensive that necessity requires a council, they then read 
their letters to the churches, who appoint delegates accordingly. 
The council coming on the spot, proceed to as public a hearing 
as they can have, (namely, in the meeting-house). If they find 
the person to have received palpable injury, they endeavor to 
convince the church of it, and advise them to restore the injured 
person unto his former standing. — (Ratio Disciplinse, pp. 15S- 
162.) 

29 
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The foregoing epitome, mostly in the words, and alirajs to 
the substance of Dr. Mather's statement, stands in bold contrast 
to the rash and headlong course in the present case ; and if 
each truly represents its own time, how meekly does the Chris- 
tian love of that barbarous age, as it is sometimes called, rebuke 
the boasted humanity of the present ! 

Now without saying or thinking that all of the specified 
forms, described as the practice of the first hundred years of 
New England Congregationalism, should, one and all, be pre- 
cisely copied at the present day, we yet feel constrained to say, 
that their spirit should never be lost sight of, nor their substance 
ever be disregarded, so long as Christianity and its ministers 
shall be needed on earth. 

Is this, then, such an occasion, such an exigency for an tx 
■parte council as necessity tolerates, and lynx-eyed usage sanc- 
tions ? Is it a case of palpable hardships — a necessity not to 
be put off? These are questions which other questions may 
best answer. 

Had, then, what was charged on the appellant the nature of 
an offence ? On this point the law is too clear, too express, for 
more than one opinion. Was, then, the offence charged, actbal ? 
This, too, is beyond the possibility of doubt ; for it was not only 
confessed, but aggravated by coarse and insolent repetition in 
presence of the church ; and who does not know that such an 
offence in open court makes proof superfluous I Did not the 
nature and circumstances of the offence require undelayed action 
and censure? Doubtless; for a scandalous report, with its 
train of mischiefs, has always the start and advantage of con- 
tradiction, and is only encouraged by delay, to augment itself 
and bring forth other scandals. But could any longer time, or 
any additional skill be wanting for the defence of the accused ? 
No length of time, nor any amount of skill can disprove or 
change the nature of a notorious and confessed fault Could, 
then, any modification of the process of disciphne have changed 
its issue ? From what has already been shown, it was evidently 
impossible. Finally, was the censure of the offender dispropor- 
tionate to the offence ? This cannot be pretended by any one 
who considers the peremptory demand and manifest puqxxse of 
the law violated, -^ to say nothing of a violated covenant. 

What, then, was the hardship f " Was it palpable ? " Was 
it in any way discernible? Was it imaginable, but by a 
dreamy, impassioned fancy ? No council, mutual or ex partly can 
find it, or semblance of it. The hunting for it is an occupation 
as undignified as it must be unsuccessful. It ill comports witli 
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the presumed gravity and wisdom, not to say honesty, of such 
an ecclesiastical gathering, liowever secret, in the renowned 
mctro|>olis of New England. 

What, then, was the ex part^ council contrived and got up for? 
Verily, its prime agents know full well; and common sense 
should be disciplined, if at fault in divining. 

But if, indeed, it can be that there is not yet light enough on 
tlie unmatched folly and perverseness of such a council, a flood 
of light shall now be poured upon it, to test the obstinacy of 
sealed up eye-lmlls. This brings us to the last topic we have 
time to discuss, namely, the composition of 'the ex parte counciL 

And in this conclusion of our protest, we are conscious of 
needed grace to restrain the natural force which the intent con- 
sideration of so flagrant injustice imparts to the language of in- 
dignant minds. If we exceed the bounds of staid discretion, we 
offer no apology but its evident cause. Nevertheless, we will 
endeavor not to overstep the bounds of Christian moderation 
and due fldelity to the council and to truth. 

Who, then, compose the council ? — And what their right to 
sit in any case which concerns us or our pastor ? These are 
questions of moment, and they shall be carefully answered. 
Two other questions are involved in our reply : First, Are the 
members of this council in fellowship with us and our pastor ? 
Second, Are Uiey an impartial council^ The true answer to 
the first of these questions requires a preliminary statement of 
principles and facts, which are as follows: — 

All Congregational councils are advisory; and all acts of 
such councils arc acts of acknowledged fellowship with tliose 
whom tJiey advise. The right to advise is based on fellowship 
existing at the time of advising. It has, and can have, no other 
foundation. We know not that this principle has ever been 
denied or questioned by any Congregational authority whatever. 
The principle is too plain to leave room for doubt. The Plat- 
form is clear, on this point abundantly teaching that the whole 
fabric of councils rests on fellowship with all concerned in their 
doings. — (Ch. 15, sees. 1, 2.) 

Kc parte councils are no exception to the foregoing principle, 
for the nature of the case determines the principle. Were it 
otherwise, Congregational churches might assume to inteifere, 
by council, with the discipline and other internal concerns of 
Baptist, Methodist, or Episcopal churches. The practice of ex 
parte councils is expressive of the principle of fellowship as its 
foundation. The whole process of an ex parte council, from its 
call to its result, as historically given by Cotton Mather, and 
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• 
action on my request should compel me to commence a civil ac- 
tion, certain I am that it will not be left to the judgment of 
referees. I shall never be prevailed on again to take a*just 
and righteous cause from a jury of twelve men, and submit it to 
the award of three referees, who may decide the matter against 
law and evidence, without the fear of having their decision re- 
versed. " In vain is the net spread in the sight of any bird." I 
do not ask you to indorse my character ; that has already be& 
done by the highest tribunals known to our laws ; and I am as 
much entitled to the protection of those laws as yourselves. But 
while I do not ask you to indorse my character, I hope you will 
be careful not to slur it. 

And now, gentlemen, as I have in no case been the aggressor, 
but simply acted in self-defence, I beg you not to give me any 
occasion to appeal to you again on this unpleasant subject, or to 
the public through the press, or to the civil court Let the con- 
troversy now cease. This, I think, is the dictate of wisdom. 
Whether this shall be done, depends on yourselves. A truthful 
and honest vote of six lines upon your records, will do it But 
candor requires me plainly to declare to you, that I shall not 
cease my efforts while I live to obtain from you my just rights, 
and that I shall press this matter to the utmost limits which the 
principles of the gospel and the laws of my country will allow. 
Knowing as I do, tliat I am right in this matter, — knowing 
that law and gospel, court and council, truth and righteousness, 
common sense and common honesty, are all on my side, you 
cannot expect me to be quiet until that foul blot is expunged from 
your records. 

Permit me, in conclusion, to say a few words to those gentle- 
men who have joined the Association since I was a member, and 
who have had no hand in placing or in keeping on record the 
offensive preamble and vote which I am seeking to have re- 
scinded. If I knew aU your names, I would here insert them. 
But I am ignorant on this point Knowing that Messrs. Stone 
and Dexter were among the new members, I sought a personal 
intervidw with them, requesting their aid in the attainment of 
my rights. But as they expressed a wish to ignore the whole 
matter, and to take no part in the Correction of your records, on 
the ground that if a wrong had been done, it did not belong to 
them to amend it, but to the original members ; and presuming 
that others of your number miglit have the same opinion, I am 
anxious that you should distinctly understand the nature of my 
request, so that you may clearly discern your own position in 
relation to the matter of your records. Those records have 
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alien into your hands in fact, to he controlled by you in conjunc- 
tion with the other members. I come to you and tell you that 
there is a vote recorded there deeply affecting my dearest riglits 
and interests, and which I most explicitly state to you, is utterly 
false. I ask you to ascertain the truth of the statement, not by 
spending a week, or a day, or even an hour of your precious 
time in examining into the merits of my case, that you may be 
able to decide, each one for himself, wiiether I am an honest 
man or a knave. Though if I could prevail on you to do so, I 
should not fear the result ; for I am confident that if you inves- 
tigate the evidence in this case without prejudice, you will come 
to the same conclusion as did the Hon. William Jackson of 
Newton. This gentleman, after having read my address on the 
" New Doctrine of Clerical Privilege," took pains to examine 
critically all the printed documents in relation to the case. Hav- 
ing done this, he wrote me a letter, dated June 18, 1852, the 
whole of which I should be glad to copy here, if I felt at liberty 
to do 80. As it was a voluntary communication, and no secrecy 
enjoined, I trust the honorable gentleman would not deem it any 
breach of confidence if I here quote a sentence or two. He 
says : " I have examined carefully all the evidence presented 
before the council at Exeter, and the court in Boston, and am 
convinced (nothing doubting) of your innocence in the matter. 
I am amazed, therefore, at the impressions which have rested 
upon my own mind, and on the minds of others for years, in re- 
lation to the whole matter ; and I have no hesitation in saying 
that this evidence ought to have produced a different impression 
upon the minds of the Boston Association." 

The question which I now submit to you for your decision, 
has notliing to do with the question of my innocence or guilt. 
That question is already settled by an authority which you can- 
not safely gainsay or resLsL I ask you to give only ten minutes 
of your time to compare your preambles and votes with the 
result of thy Exeter Council. Even if you were to assume that 
I am guilty, (though you have not a particle of moral or legal 
right to do so,) still you would find your record untrue ; for it 
asserts as fact what never took place, and on that assumed fact, 
and on nothing else, it proceeds to pass sentence of condemnation 
upon me. And it is that sentence so rendered, and resting on 
such a miry foundation, which I a*k you to aid in rescinding. 
If you need more light on this subject than you can derive from 
reading and comparing your records with the result of the coun- 
cil, please consult Rev. Rufus W. Clark, of East Boston, who 
was a member of the Exeter Council, and voted witli the ma- 
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jority. And as I am informed that he is now a member of your 
hody, you can easily ascertain what lie meant by his vote on 
that occasion. 

But the result of council speaks for itself. It is too plain to 
need any explanation. That short but pithy sentence, — " tiU 
such act be done,*' — a sentence omitted in your new preamble^ 
tells you in unmistakable terms, what the council meant. 

I bog you, then, as Christian men and Christian ministers, 
who profess to love the right and to eschew the wrong, to act in 
this matter as did the Good Samaritan, and not like the Priest 
and Levite, who passed by on the other side. Here is a brother 
clergyman suffering grievous oppression ; and he asks you to 
aid in removing it by your voice and vote. Only imagine our 
circumstances reversed, and your duty will be plain. 

Gentlemen of the Association, please send me a certified copy 
of your action in this matter. As the question before you is so 
simple, and requires no discussion, I trust that you will act on it 
without delay. What I ask is not a matter o^ grace, but of debt, 
— a debt which cannot be cancelled but by a plain and unquali- 
fied rescission. If you decline action, will you not be kind enough 
to give me due notice of that fact, and also a brief statement of 
your reasons ; the receipt of which I will forthwith acknowledge. 

Respectfully yours, 

J. H. Faircuild. 

To the Rev. Andrew L. Stone, Scribe of Suffolk South Asso- 
ciation, to be conmiunicated to said Association at their meeting 
next Tuesday. 



CHAPTER XXX. 

After waiting more than four months, and hearing 
nothing from the Association in reference to the preced- 
ing communication, I concluded to address them again. 
And on the 8th day of July I sent another communica- 
tion, with a note addressed to Mr. Stone, the scribe, to- 
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gether with a note to Dr. Edward Beecher. I subjoin 
a copy of my second communication, certain portions 
of which I did think of omitting to avoid repetition. 
But being desirous of having my readers further see 
what continued eflbrts I have made to induce the Asso- 
ciation, in justice to themselves as well as to me, no 
longer to allow their records to falsify the truth, and not 
force me to arraign them before a civil tribunal, I have 
concluded to publish the document without curtailing, 
notwithstanding some of its statements are similar to 
those contained in preceding communications. 

SouTU Boston, July 8, 1854. 
To THE MeMBEBS of THE SuFFOLK SoUTH ASSOCIATION : — 

Gentlemen, — On Thursday, the 2d day of last March, I 
left at the house of your scribe, Rev. A. L. Stone, a communi- 
cation to be laid before you at your meeting on the Tuesday 
following. Having waited two weeks, and hearing nothing 
from your scribe as to your action on my communication, I 
wrote him the subjoined note : — 

" South Boston, March 20, 1854. 
" Rev. a. L. Stone : — 

" Sir, — On the second day of the present month, I left at 
your door (having previously ascertained that you were at 
home) a communication for tlic Association, which I requested 
might be read at llieir meeting on the Tuesday following. I 
requested, also, tliat I might be notified of their action in the 
matter. Having received no communication from you, I write 
you this note, whh the request that you will inform me whether 
the Association took any action in the case, and if any, what. 
1 will call in about an hour for your reply. 

" Yours respectfully, 

"J. II. Fairchild." 

When I left the above note with the servant at the door, I 
was told that Mr. Stone was at home. I called at the expira- 
tion of the hour, and inquired first for him, and then for a note 
from him ; but neither could be found. 1 concluded to wait till 
your meeting in May, hoping that my communication would 
then be ready if nothing more was done. As it was couched in 
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respectful terms, I thought that courtesy alone would secure for 
it a hearing at least. But having received no official informa- 
tion in relation to this matter, I once more request you to make 
your records respecting me, conform to the truth. 

My reasons for making the request are assigned at some 
length, in my communication of March 2d. There are a few 
facts hearing on this sui^ect, which I then omitted to state, but 
which I will now state with as much brevity as possible. 

At your meeting of July 10, 1849, after having voted not to 
rescind your vote of January 7, 1845, you appointed Messrs. 
Beecher, Thompson, and D wight, a committee to prepiire a new 
dratl, and report at a future meeting. Two of your committee, 
(Messrs, Beecher and Thompson,) without the concurrence of 
Mr. Dwight, reported the declarative vote spoken of in my 
other communication, which the Association accepted and 
adopted, in which I find the word " suspended," substituted for 
the word " deposed," as used in your preamble and vote of 
January 7, 1845. It is true that the Exeter Council did sus- 
pend me. And how long was this act of suspension to con- 
tinue? The result of council tells you in these simple and 
unmistakable words, — " till such act be done,** And lest there 
should be misapprehension as to their true meaning, they ex- 
pressly declare what that act was which must be done in order 
to remove the suspension. It was this ; Itntist present a clearer 
vindication of myself before some tribunal more competent than 
themselves to compel the attendance of witnesses and the utter- 
ance of all the truth ; in other words, I must go to a civil tribu- 
nal and obtain an acquittal. Suspension was then to cease, and 
restoration immediately to follow. Your committee (Messrs. 
Beecher and Thompson) who prepared your declarative vote, 
seemed to be fully aware of this ; and therefore they omitted 
that brief sentence — **till such act be done" — which was the 
very hinge on which the whole meaning of the result of coun- 
cil turned. Had they inserted it, (and they profess to ** follow 
strictly the language of the Exeter Council,") the insertion 
would have negatived the meaning and object of their report ; 
for it would have shown on the face of it that the suspension 
was limited to a specified time, and that that time was the very 
moment of acquittal by the civil court. It is unnecessary for 
me to make comments on this omission.* 



* The render will observe that this communication is dated July 8, 
1854. About the middle of January, 1855, a copy was put into my 
hands of all the doings of the Association in reUtion to my case from 
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You admit that the Exeter Council did not result in my depo* 
siiion, (as you assert in your record of January 7, 1845, and 
which, on the 10th of July, 1849, you deliberately refused to 
rescind,) but simply in my suspension. Now if that act of sus- 
pension was not negatived by the verdict of acquittal in court, 
pray tell me what the council meant by their result ? Did they 
mean to say that my suspension should continue during the 
pleasure of the Suffolk South Association ? • 

Take another view of the subject. I was restored to my 
office and standing, not only by the verdict of the jury, but by 
a subsequent act of an ecclesiastical council that installed me 
over my present church, — a council composed of men venera- 
ble in years and experience, and everywhere respected for 
their sound judgment and consistent piety. 

But it has been said, I am told, by some of you that the only 
way for my regular restoration to the ministry was by the reas- 
sembling of tbe Exeter Council, that they might reverse their 
decision, and make it conform to the decision of the court. But 
that council was ecclesiastically dead. They did not adjourn to 
some future day ; but, having made special and explicit provis- 
ion in their result for me to refer the case to a jury, they dis- 

June 24, 1844, to November 6, 1849. This copy was not famished me by 
the Association, or by their aathority. On examining it I found that the 
declarative vote, of which I have spoken, as being the report of Messrs. 
Beccher and Thompson, was an act of the Association done at the meet- 
ing, July 10, 1849, when they voted not to rescind their preamble and 
vote of January 7, 1845. This declarative vote was probably the joint 
labor of Messrs. Adams, Beecher, and Riddel, the committee who went 
to Exeter for the purpose of getting me deposed from the ministrj-, and 
came back and reported that the council had deposed me, and induced tlio 
Association to record that falsehood as the truth. At the same meeting, 
Messrs. Beecher, Thompson, and Dwight were appointed a committee " to 
consider whether any further entry upon our minutes is desirable with 
reference to the proceedings of the civil court and the installing council." 
At the meeting of the Association, November 6, 1849, that committco 
reported, in the absence of Mr. Dwight, " that the minutes placed in their 
hands appear to be a true statement of the facts ; whereupou the Associa- 
tion, after hearing the minutes read again, voted that they are correct." 
They thus reaffinncd the truth of their libellous preamble and vote of 
January 7, 1845, and the correctness of all their other doings ! I did not 
know what their declarative vote was till I read it as printed in tho 
award of the referees, where I found the omission of the words, — "till 
such act be done." 
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persed, as all councils do, when their work is done. And if 
they coidd have been reassembled, what should they come to- 
gether for ? They had already resulted that an acquittal by a 
jury, should be an acquittal by the counciL And was not that 
enough ? 

Pennit me here to remind you of what took place at your 
memorable meeting of January 7, 1845, when you passed your 
Tote expelling me from the Association for reasons which had 
no foundation in truth. Objections, I am told, were made 
against passing that vote, on the ground that it was prema- 
ture, — that there was no urgent call for it, — that I had just 
given notice of my intention of coming on for trial as soon as I 
could make the necessary preparation, and that to pass the vote 
under such circumstances would be unjust to me, as tending to 
forestall public sentiment, and to prejudice my cause before a 
jury. In reply to these objections, it was urged that I was not 
sincere in my avowal, and that I never designed to give myself 
up for trial in Boston. And when it was asked, *' What will 
you do with your vote if he should come on for trial and obtain 
an acquittal?" the reply was, "The vote can be easily re- 
scinded." But there the vote stands, and has stood unrescinded 
for nearly ten years, in spite of the decision of councils, and 
jurors, and the remonstrances of friends, and my own earnest 
pleadings and importunities. And not only so, you retain it 
there in opposition to the published opinion of forty-six of the 
most respectable clergymen of your own denomination, — an 
opinion expressed in the following language : ** The under- 
signed beg leave, as individuals, to say to all whom it may con- 
cern, that in our view, on the ground of the result of the coun- 
cil, «nd the verdict of the jury, the Rev. Joy H. Fairchild is, 
and of right ought to be,reinstated in his ministry, and restored 
to the fellowship and communion of the churches." This cer- 
tifiaite was written and signed in July, 1845. And yet now, in 
July, 1854, you still retain on your records a vote falsely de- 
claring that i»he council had proved and declared me guilty of 
seduction, and adultery, and falsehood, and expelling me from 
your body avowedly on the ground of such proof, and on no 
other ! How ministers of the gospel of peace and good-will 
can persist in such wrong, is a question which I leave with you 
to answer. 

But methinks I hear you reply, **This matter is no longer an 
open question. It was fully and finally settled by the award of 
the referees." But, Gentlemen, nothing ought to be considered 
as settled which is not right. And is it, — can it be right de- 
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liberatelj to place on your book of records a vote, declaring 
that a clergyman who is in as good standing, ecclesiastically and 
civilly, as yourselves, lias been guilty of three infamous crimes, 
and declaring it not only without proof, but against proof? No, 
no ; such a matter can never be settled, until right is done. 

My main object in the libel suit against Dr. Adams was the 
protection of my character from the many aspersions whicn 
that gentleman liad so unjustly cast upon it. But to my utter 
surprise, the referees decided that " the question of my inno- 
cence or guilt, not being submitted to them, they did not con- 
sider that question." ' Now the question, and the only question 
which I ever thought of submitting to them for their decision 
was this : Are the things which Dr» Adams hax said and writ" 
ten about me, true or false f This question they never met. 
They took the ground that he was privileged to say and do all 
these things, whether they were true or false, right or wrong. 
I have been repeatedly assured by the ablest jurists in the land, 
that the award of the referees was not founded on any just view 
of the law, and that neither the plea of privilege nor the statute 
of limitations had any, except a forced application to the case 
submitted to their decision. 

But, Gentlemen, I have done arguing the case with you. 
You cannot fail to see the right. The question is, will you do 
it ? I simll be satisfied if you will only authorize your scribe 
to write on the margin of the page containing your preamble 
and vote of January 7, 1845, and also on the margin of the page 
containing the report of Messrs. Beecher and Thompson, these 

words, — " This vote was rescinded on this day of , 

1854." Only do this, and direct your scribe to give me official 
notice of the fact, and you will hear nothing more from me. 
The controversy will then end, and peace be restored. But if 
you refuse, and the question comes again before the public, the 
responsibility shall rest on yourselves. If you think that the 
cause of truth and righteousness can be promoted by your per- 
sisting in this wrong, or any thing added thereby to the re- 
spectability and influence of the Suffolk South Association, I 
can only say that your judgment differs widely from that of 
multitudes in the community, both lay and cl<;rical. But you 
must not expect me to be quiet, so long as that false and infa- 
mous stigma rests on my name in your book of records. Never 
will I cease my efforts to have those records set right, so long as 
God givers me a tongue to speak or a hand to write. 

My appeal to the Association for my just rights is, with this 
communication, ended. But if you think that might can always 
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prevail against rightf you may, erelong, learn yoar mistake. 
Do you imagine that you can safely do collectively as an Associo" 
iion, what each one of you would shrink from doing individu- 
ally ? for I assert, without the fear of contradiction, that not one 
of you would publish to the world your preambles and votes re- 
nting to my case, and certify, with his own name appended, that 
they are true. A regard to reputation, if nothing else, would 
prevent such an act. 

Bespectfully yours, 

J. H. Fairchild. 

Accompanying the preceding communication was the? 
following letter addressed to the scribe. 

South Boston, July 8, 1854. 
To Rev. A. L. Stone: — 

Sir, — In connection with this note, I send you a communi- 
cation addressed to the Suffolk South Association, which I re- 
quest you, a-^ scribe, to lay before them at their meeting next 
Tuesday. What disposition you made of my other communica- 
tion addressed to the Association through you, I am not in- 
formed. However anxious you may be to ignore the whole 
matter in relation to my case, you must, I think, know something 
about it, otherwise it is hardly cnjdible that you would have 
taken so much interest in the affair as to have obligated your- 
self to pay Dr. Adams a portion of the expenses of his trial 
before the referees. Be this however as it may, as you have 
the reputation of being a warm friend of the oppressed, I will 
not do you the injustice to suppose it possible that you can have 
refused to read at least in private the communication referred 
to. And having read it, you must, I think, have seen that op- 
pression exists in more forms than one. You must have seen, 
also, the great wrong which the Association have done me, and 
that it is your duty, as a member of that body, where you have 
a voice and a vote, to act in defence of the right. A few inde- 
pendent words, such as you uttered on the 4th inst, might go far 
towards bringing this unpleasant controvei'sy to a close, and pre- 
vent any further agitation of the public mind on the subject. 
But I do not presume to dictate to you the course which you 
shall take in the matter. Yet I do {)resume that you wish to 
have justice done ; and therefore 1 do not doubt that you will be 
ready to exert yourself for so desirable an object. 

llespectfully yours, 

^, H. Fairchild. 
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I soon received the following reply : — 

BosTOXy July 10, 1854. 
Rev. J. H: Fairchild: — 

My dear Sir, — Your note of July 8th, covering a communi- 
cation to the Suffolk South Association, was duly received. As 
to the. first package of which you speak, which was sealed and 
addressed to the Suffolk South Association, I never knew from 
whence it came. I took it with me and presented it at the first 
meeting of the Association after its receipt. But that meeting 
was unusually crowded with business, — as we had a large 
number of appointments fulfilled, and four candidates to exam- 
ine for licensure. Our meeting was protracted till late in the 
afternoon, and at the close of the examination, only four breth- 
ren were present. It was resolved to lay over all new business 
to the next meeting ; and the communication I think was not 
opened at all. 

The note of which you speak as having left at my house, I 
never received, unless indeed it may have been without your 
signature, as I never read anonymous letters. 

The next regular meeting of the Association was held at East 
Boston. I could not be present, as I was then moving into the 
country. I have not seen the records of that meeting, but was 
told that there were only three persons present, and no business 
was taken up. 

We meet to-morrow at West Roxbury. But I shall not be 
present as I am preengaged on committee at Harvard College. 
I will, however, transmit your communication, and in due time 
inform you of the issue. You will perceive that there has been 
no negligence and no intentional delay in the premises. 

Very truly yours, 

A. L. Stone. 

The next day I replied to Mr. Stone, as follows : — 

SouTU Boston, July 11, 1854. 
To Rev. A. L. Stone: — 

Sir, — I have just received your note, and am not a little 
surprised at your statement that you never received my letter. 
I called at your house on Monday morning, March 20th. A 
female came to the door ; I inquired if you were in ; she 
replied that you were ; I gave her the note, with the request 
that she would hand it to you. It was sealed and directed to 
Rev. A. L, Stone. In about an hour I called for your reply, 
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according to my statement in the note. I inquired for you 
again, and was told tliat you were in. The girl invited me into 
the parlor, and went to call you. Just at this time Rev. Mr. 
Edgell called, and while we were conversing, the girl returned 
and informed us that she could not find you. I then asked her 
if you had left a note for Mr. Fairchild, and requested her to 
look on your study table for one. She returned and said that 
there was none. Mr. Edgell and myself immediately left, and 
walked some distance in company. He told me his business 
with you, and that he was coming on a certain Sabbath to 
preach to your people on the subject of his agency. 

You say that you never received my note, unless it might 
have been without my signature, and that you never read anony- 
mous letters. 

You must think me amazingly stupid to write an anonymous 
letter and carry it myself to the door, and in it state that I 
should call for an answer in about an hour. And pray tell me 
how you could know it was anonymous without opening it and 
looking for the signature ? 

You will observe that the package which I left at your door, 
was not directed to your care for the Association, but to you as 
scribe, to be communiciitcd at their next meeting. I took it for 
granted that you would oi>en the package, that you might see 
what it was, and whether it demanded immediate attention ; for 
if not attended to at the next meeting, its object might have 
been wholly defeated, and the reading of it at any future meeting 
rendered entirely useless. As you say that you knew not from 
whence it came, it might have related to a matter of so much 
consequence as to take precedence of all other subjects to come 
before the Association. I make these remarks, not to accuse 
you of negligence or inattention, but to let you see that it was 
no fault of mine that the communication was not read, or that 
you did not know its author and its contents. 

I hope, my dear sir, that you will use your influence to have 
justice done. And in order to act intelligently in the matter, 
please read carefully my communication of March 2. All I 
ask is a simple vote of rescission. If any action is taken cast- 
ing the least slur on my moral character, even by implication, I 
shall regard it as a new outrage upon my just rights ; for I am 
not a member of the Association, neither do I ask for mem- 
bership. In your action in the premises, I trust that you will 
do as you would be done by in similar circumstances. You are 
now the pastor of Park Street Church, standing high in the 
affection and confidence of the public. And I rejoice that it is 
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80. But unexpected changes often happen. The time may 
come when you will feel your need of the sympathy and assis- 
tance of your ministerial brethren. "You have been bom; 
but you are not yet buried." 

Respectfully yours, 

J. H. Fairchild. 

Mr. Stone's reply. 

Boston, July 12, 1854. 
Ret. J. H. Fairchild : — 

My dear Sir, — Yours of yesterday is received. I am sorry 
to say that the communication addressed to the Suffolk South 
Association which was last sent, did not reach them on Tuesday. 
I took the trouble to go over to East Boston on Monday to Mr. 
Clark's, who had the record-book, to ask him to take charge of 
the hook and the communication, and convey them to the place 
of meeting. He was not in, and I lefl my request with his 
wife. Tuesday afternoon I received a note from him, saying 
that he coidd not go. I regret that there should be any delay 
in the transmission of what you sent to me, and I felt desirous 
to explain how it had again occurred. I have not learned the 
fate of the Jirst communication yet, — but will communicate 
with you as soon as I see the record. 

Very truly yours, 

A. L. Stone. 

The same day on which my last letter was sent to 
Mr. Stone, I left a note at the door of Dr. Edward 
Beechcr, which I will here insert. 

South Boston, July 10, 1854. 
To Rev. E. Beecher, D. D. : — 

Sir, — Early in March I left with the scribe of Suffolk South 
Association, a communication to be laid before that body. Two 
meetings have since been held ; but I am not aware that the 
Association has taken any notice of that communication. As 
another meeting is to take place to-morrow, I now write to in- 
form you that last Saturday I forwarded to the scribe another 
communication. As you are especially interested in that com- 
munication, common courtesy seems to require mc to state to 
you that fact. I have made my last appeal to the Association. 
When they hear from me again, it will be in some other form. 

You must excuse me for expressing to you at this time my 
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Utter amazement at the^ course which you have seen fit to adopt 
in relation to my affairs. I have no time to go into detail. But 
I ask you carefully to review your conduct towards me, begin- 
ning with the Exeter Council. Think of what you then said 
and did, not only in the presence of the council when in session, 
but during their recesses and adjournments. Think of the un- 
kind and untrue statements which you have made about me be- 
fore the Association and on other occasions. And above all 
please review the declarative vote which you and Mr. Thomp- 
son recommended to the Association, and caused to be placed 
upon your records. How could you, as an honest man, put 
your name to a report so unjust to me, and so inconsistent with 
the truth 1 When I read that report to a friend of yours, and 
to whose tongue and pen you have been somewhat indebted in 
former times, he remarked with a good deal of* emphasis, ^That 
is adding insult to injury." In your zeal for the oppressed 
slave, you seem not to be aware that there is any other oppres- 
sion but slavery, — and least of all, that you yourself may be 
the oppressor. But let the Association, or any one of its mem- 
bers treat you, whether for your real or supp(^ied delinquencies, 
as you have treated me, and you would soon be heard defend- 
ing yourself with as much power and eloquence as you now de- 
fend the poor slave. 

But I did not intend to write half so much when I took up 
my pen. I wish simply to say to you that it is now in your 
power to put an end to all strife between me and the Associa- 
tion. In my last communication I pointed out the way in which 
it can ca<<ily be done. If you can suggest a better way, so be 
it. Only let it be done. 1 do hope that I shall have no further 
cccasion to move in this matter^but that you will take the 
ground at once that the Association must do me a simple act of 
justice by making their records conform to the truth. This is 
all I ask. But if you choose to have it otherwise, then you 
must meet the responsibility before God and man. For I am 
in earnest when I say that matters will not always rest as they 
now are. Respectfully yours, 

J. H. Fairchild. 

Dr. Beecher's reply. 

Boston, July 12, 1854. 
Rev. J. II. Fairchild: — 

Dear Sir, — In reply to your note, I would inform you that 
I attended the meeting of the SuflTolk South Association, but did 
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not find the communication to which you refer as your last I 
have not seen the person who had charge of it, and do not 
know why he was absent. A. committee, however, was ap- 
pointed to receive it and your preceding communication, and to 
call, if expedient, ^ spe^al meeting of the Association. Of 
their action, and of that of the Association, you will be notified 
as soon as they come to a decision. 

I am yours respectfully, 

E. Beeches. 

I wa^ very glad to receive such notes from Messrs. 
Stone ind Beccher, as they seemed to indicate the near 
apprcich of that day which would terminate my 
trou' es with the Association. I anticipated that very 
soor I should see a notice calling a special meeting of 
the ^sociation. But several weeks having passed 
awj^y, and no such notice given, I concluded that those 
notes were written without any previous consultation 
with Dr. Adams, and that he had since been consulted, 
and "had put them all aback," as he did Mr. Kirk. 
Remaining quiet till October, I then sent the subjoined 
note to Mr. Stone. 

South Boston, October 2, 1854. 
To Rev. A. L. Stone : — 

My dear Sir, — In your note of July 12th, in reply to mine 
of the preceding day, you inform me that you wore not able to 
attend the last meeting of the Association, and did not know 
the fate of my communication of March 2d, 1854. But you 
close your note in these words : '* I will communicate with you 
&s soon as I see the record." It is now nearly three months 
since you gave me this assurance. Presuming that you must 
have seen the record ere this time, I can account for this delay 
only on the ground of forgetfulness. I send you this note to 
** stir up your pure mind by way of remembrance," and to re- 
quest you to communicate with me at your earlit^st convenience. 
Respectfully yours, 

J. II. Fairchild. 

The next day Mr» Stone replied as follows : — 

33 
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Boston, October 3, 1854. 
Rev. J. H. Fairchild : — 

My dear Sir, — I have been out of town, and out of th« 
State for several weeks, and had forgotten your request. The 
matter is not yet quite complete. Both communications of 
yours are in the hands of a committee, who are preparing a 
minute, I believe, which will probably be communicateid to you 
in a short time. 

My impression is, though I speak without knowledge, that 
the Ibrmer record, of which you complain, will be modiHed or 
erased. Yours truly, 

A. L. Stone. 

On the same day that I addressed the above note to 
Mr. Stone, I sent the following note to Dr. Beecher : — 

South Boston, October 2, 1854. 
Rev. E. Beecher, D. D. : — 

My dear Sir, — Your note of July 12th, in reply to mine of 
July 11th, was duly received, in which you notify me that you 
attended the meeting of the Association holden on the preced- 
ing day, and that the person who had charge of my communi- 
cation, was not present. But you say that a committee was 
appointed to receive them, and to call, if expedient, a special 
meeting of the Association. And you add, "of their action 
and of that of the Association you will be notified as soon as 
they come to a decision." Presuming that they have by this 
time come to a decision, I hereby request you to give me the 
promised notice, and also the names of the gentlemen who 
composed the committee. 

Respectfully yours, 

J. H. Fairchild. 

To this note Dr. Beecher made no reply. It seems 
that before the next meeting of the Association they 
had appointed a new scribe, — the Rev. T. Laurie of 
West Roxbury. The next note which I received was 
from him : — 

West Roxburt, Noyembcr 10, 1854. 
ReVj J. II. Fairchild : — 

Dear Sir, — At the meeting of the Suffolk South Associa- 
tion held at Brookline on the 7th instant, it was voted that, 
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owing to the absence of tlie volume containing the records re- 
ferred to in your recent letters, action on your request be 
deferred till the next meeting, and the scribe was requested to 
communicate to you this action of the Association. I regret 
the delay, but as neither that volume nor your letters were 
present, it could not be avoided. 

Yours truly, T. Laurie, 

Scribe of the Suffolk South Association. 

K Mr. Stone, the former scribe, had written this 
note, there would have been no call for a reply. But 
after considerable reflection, I concluded to write to 
Mr. Laurie. And on the 5th of December I wrote him 
a long letter. I did not address him as scribe, but sim- 
ply in his individual and private capacity. As he was 
a new member and a new scribe, my object was to 
make him acquainted with the present state of my 
aflairs in the Association, so that Dr. Adams might not 
take advantage of his inexperience, and involve him in 
such serious difficulty as he had Mr. Alvord. As there 
is nothing in the letter of special interest to the reader, 
and no reason occurs why it should be published, I will 
not insert it. 

The next day after the Association met in January, I 
received from the scribe the following communica- 
tion: — 

West Roxbcry, January 3, 1855. 
Rev. J. H. Fairohild : — 

Dear Sir, — As scribe of the Suffolk South Association, it 
becomes my duty to communicate to you the following extract 
from tho minutes of the meeting of yesterday, namely : — 

"The scribe reported that he hiwl attempted to obtain the 
volume of records which contain the action of the Association 
in the case of Mr. Fairchild, but without success ; whereupon 
it was 

" Resolved^ That in view of the absence of these reconls, as 
also of the committee having this subject in charge, final action 
in this case be deferred. 
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** Besolved, That the scribe be directed to make further efforts 
to obtain said records. It was also 

" Voted, That the scribe be requested to communicate to Mr. 
Fairchild the action of the Association in his case at the pres- 
ent meeting, and to state what efforts have been made to obtain 
the missing records." 

The scribe then goes on to state these efforts, and 
mentions that at the close of the meeting he found the 
records on the entry table among the hats, having been 
sent there by my junior counsel, in whose possession 
they were found. 

Mr. Laurie closes his communication as follows : — 

You will perceive that I write under instructions from the 
Association ; and as I do not feel at liberty to go beyond them, 
I must decline answering the inquiries in your letter of the 
fifth which came duly to hand. 

It is with very great reluctance that I have any tiling at all 
to do with the matter. I consent to write this only as a part 
of my duty as scribe of the Association, and wish to have no 
further connection with the affair than is thus rendered una^ 
voidable. Respectfully yours, 

T. Laurie, 
Scribe of Suffolk South Association. 

In this letter Mr. Laurie declines answering certain 
inquiries in my letter of December 5th. I was not con- 
scious of having made any inquiries in that letter ; and 
after a careful perusal of the copy which I had retained, 
I could not find the least shadow of any inquiry what- 
ever, which should put him so carefully on guard, lest 
he should transcend the instructions of the Association. 
On the 9th day of January I called on Mr. Laurie at 
his house, to ask him to be kind enough to explain 
what he meant by those inquiries which I had put to 
him. I called in a neighborly manner, and expected 
from him a neighborly answer. But I choose not to 
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narrate here the particulars of my interview with him. 
Unless duty should hereafter require their publication, 
I will content myself with quoting one single sentence 
from a letter which I wrote him a few days after, 
though I have on record a careful narrative of what 
took place on that occasion : — 

When I called at your house last Tuesday, I addressed you, 
then an entire stranger to me, with whatever decorum and 
courtesy I could command ; but the return from you was abrupt 
incivility and rude neglect, such as I have seldom known in my 
intercourse, for more than half a century, with any who made 
the least pretensions to goodbreeding, and such as I hope, for 
your sake, I shall never have occasion to publish to the world. 

When Mr. Alvord was scribe, he acted under instruc- 
tions, or rather, as he expressed it, under " restrictions " 
from the Association. But when he was put on oath, 
and the question was pressed home upon him, he con- 
fessed that the restrictions were laid on him by Mr. 
Adams, — that Mr. Adams thought he was doing his 
duty in not giving up the records, and that " his refusing 
to testify would be a defence to him'^ Yes, there was 
Mr. Alvord testifyijig under oath that he did not know 
absolutely that Dr. Adams was a member of the Asso- 
ciation, and that he could not give up the records, or 
even acknowledge his own handwritijig, or that he him- 
self was scribe of the Association, without exposing 
himself to a criminal prosecution ! And doing all this 
under the instructions or restrictions of Dr. Adams ! 
But I am told by Mr. Alvord's friends that he has since 
expressed his regret that he did not act on his own con- 
victions of duty, and answer the questions put to him 
without equivocation or reserve. I am glad to hear of 
this confession from him. But the disgrace will adhere 
to him, wherever the case is known, as long as he lives. 
If Mr. Laurie had only known in what a sad predic^- 

33' 



390 REMARKABLE INCIDENTS IN THE 

ment Mr. Alvord was brought by obeying the instruct 
tions of Dr. Adams, he would, I doubt not, have taken 
a very different course. He is, however, in the way of 
learning, if he has not already learnt, that it will be 
much wiser and safer for him to follow the instructions 
of the Bible and his own conscience, than those of Dr. 
Adams. 



CHAPTER XXXI. 

The following communication was received from the 
scribe the day after its date : — 

West Roxbukt, March 7, 1855. 
Rev. J. II. Fairchild : — 

Dear Sir, — At the meeting of the Suffolk South Associa- 
tion yesterday, the following votes were passed, namely : — 

Resolved^ That all votes upon our records in regard to Mr. 
Joy H. Fairchild's character and exclusion from this body be, 
and the same hereby are, rescinded. 

Resolved^ That in view of all the history of his case, in the 
opinion of this body, it is nevertheless inexpedient that his con- 
nection with this Association should be continued, and the same 
is hereby terminated. 

Resolved, That the scribe be directed to fijfnish a copy of the 
above resolutions to Mr. Fairchild. 

A true copy, — Attest, T. Laurie, Scribe, 

The next day I addressed to the scribe the subjoined 

note : — 

South Boston, March 8, 1855. 

To the Bev. T. Laurie, Scribe of Suffolk South Association : — 

Dear Sir, — Your letter of yesterday has just come to hand. 
And I send you this note to request you, as scribe of Suffolk 
SknUh Association, to name tQ me the geqtl^m^n who composed 
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the committee appointed by the Association at tlieir meeting 
last July, to receive my communications and report thereon, 
agreeably to the notice given me by Dr. P^dward Beecher in 
his note, dated July 12, 1854, and repeated in a note to me 
dated the 3d day of last October by Rev. A. L. Stone, your 
former scribe. I wish also to know the names of those who 
voted for the Resolves at your meeting on Tuesday last, and 
whether my communications of March 2, and July 8, 1854, ad- 
dressed to the Suffolk South Association, w^ere ever, to your 
knowledge, read to that body. 

Please reply at your earliest convenience, and oblige 
Yours truly, 

J. H. Fairchild. 

After waiting about three weeks, and hearing nothing 
from the scribe, I called on him at his house the 4th day 
of April. And I take pleasure in stating that his deport- 
ment on this occasion was becoming a Christian gen- 
tleman. He acknowledged the receipt of my note, but 
had sent me no reply. I told him that I had come to 
look at the records, in order to obtain the information 
which I had requested him as scribe, to communicate to 
me, in my note of March 8. But I could not prevail on 
him to grant my request, though I asked nothing but 
my just right. He said that he was acting under instruc- 
tions from the Association, and could not depart from 
them. And so I was obliged to return, as ignorant as I 
went, in relation to all the matters about which I sought 
to be informed. The following letter, addressed to the 
Association, I sent to the scribe : — 

South Boston, May 7, 1855. 
To THE Suffolk South Association: — 

In a former communication to your reverend boily, I declared 
my purpose to make thereafter no claim hy personal application, 
that you rescind your false and injurious vote of January 7, 
1845. After its retention for so many years on your records, 
-—after so full an exposure of its falseness, and after so many 
ineffectual endeavors to obtain from you an act of justice so 
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manifestly due, it did not seem becoming to me to call upon you 
again in any way that would find you insensible either to the 
source or the merit of the call. 

The event, I need not say, has justified the expectation that 
a forewarning of danger would avail more than the just sensi- 
bilities of honor and conscience. I have accordingly received 
from your scribe a note, accompanied by the two following Re- 
solves, the second of which is the occasion of these presents: — 

** Resolved, That all votes upon our records in regard to Mr. 
Joy II. Fairchild*s character and exclusion from this body 6f, 
and the same hereby arCy rescinded. 

" Resolved^ That in view of all the history of his case, in the 
opinion of this body, it is nevertheless inexpedient that his con- 
nection with this Association should be continued, and the same 
is hereby terminated." 

The following statement of facts and principles will illustrate 
the character of the foregoing resolves, and with it the moral 
genius of the chief agents in those very remarkable transac- 
tions. 

1. The false record was made January 7, 1845, and the Re- 
solve which rescinded that record was adopted March 7, 1855. 

2. The recorded vote of January 7, 1845, dechired me to be 
no longer a member of the Association. 

3. During those ten years I never met with the Association 
as a member, — never considered myself as a member, — was 
never considered as a member by the Association ; but was 
always considered both by myself and them, as not being a 
member. 

4. So far from being a member, — being treated as a mem- 
ber, — or having any privilege as a member, I was not even al- 
lowed to examine the records of the Association, but to the 
last they have been studiously, artfully, and sometimes by pre- 
varication, kept from my sight and knowledge, so that 1 could 
not learn by inspection, or by information from the scribe, what 
they contained in relation to myself, and to the dearest interests 
I had this side the grave. 

5. When in 184D, 1 learned for the first time the vote and 
record of January 7, 1845, and claimed that the false record bo 
expunged, I was not allowed the favor, though I earnestly im- 
portuned it, of being present during the pi-oceedings in regard 
to said claim ; nor were the chief recorded doings respecting it 
ever made known to me by authority or permission of the As- 
sociation, but were carefully kept from my knowledge. 

6. For years I have been a member of another ministerial 
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body, — Tlie Suffolk Central Fraternity, — comprehending in 
its plan, all the objects for which the Suffolk South Association 
was formed, and having all the inherent rights, powers, and 
privileges which the Suffolk South Association is competent to 
have and use with fidelity to the fundamental and constitutional 
principles of Congregationalism, which deny to ministerial .asso- 
ciations all right of jurisdiction, authority of discipline, and 
power of censure, strictly confining such right, authority, and 
power to churches only, in all cases whatsoever. 

7. No person ever becomes or can become a member of a 
ministerial association, except voluntarily, and by his own con- 
sent made known to it by himself. 

8. From January 7, 18-45, (when my membership in the Suf- 
folk South Association ceased, and by its vote and record was 
declared to have ended,) down to the passage of the Resolve of 
]VIarch 7, 1855, which declares my membership to be then in 
continuunce, and to terminate then by force of that Resolve, I had 
never in any way consented to the renewal of my extinguished 
membership. 

9. No member of a ministerial association is under any civil, 
ecclesiastical, or moral obligation to remain a member of it 
agiiinst his own will. His consent to stay in it, expressed or 
implied, is as necessary as his consent to enter it. In either 
oiise his own good pleasure is a perfect law ; and is all the law 
he knows, or can know of in regard to it. If he can be tied for 
a day he can be tied for life. lie enters it on no condition of 
remaining in it beyond his own discretion. Were he to assume 
or consent to any other condition, it would be void from the be- 
ginning. It might conflict with duties of his profession, or with 
other duties, of whose claims he is the sole judge on earth. Ev- 
idently his own discretion is as competent in leaving, as in join- 
ing. He cannot be required even to declare his reasons for 
leaving. It may be that the stronger his reasons are ibr ter- 
minating his membership, the greater is the wisdom of keep- 
ing them to himself. In every way the liberty and the respon 
sibility are all his own ; and to infringe on them is arrogance 
and usurpation. 

10. As the vote of January 7, 1845, which terminated my 
membership, was professedly based on a preamble that was 
false, so the rescinding of said preamble and its dependent vote 
would, with my consent, restore my membership by a natural 
and just effect, — that vote being, in such case, the only evidence 
of non-membership. But no such effect could take place against 
my express dissent^ — such declared dissent being, of itseli*, plen* 
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ary evidence of non-memhershipy it being the right of ercry 
member of a ministerial association to dissolve his connection 
with it at his own pleasure, and notice thereof, either expressed 
or implied, being the only way by which he can dissolve it. 

11. So far from claiming to retain my membership, and to 
hold it in continuance during the ten years in which the Asso- 
ciation had by vote, record, and other ways, declared me n<rf a 
member, and so far from consenting, in any way, to renew or 
acknowledge a membership which had so long ceased, I had ex- 
pressly, and in writing, assured you, that I neither was nor 
wished to be a member of your body. Having had much 
and long experience of your stealth and indirection ; having 
felt so often the inconvenience of your proclivity to annoy me 
by such covert and oblique ways as came short of legal respon- 
sibility ; and not doubting of your future craft and double-deal- 
ing, it' you could co7iscientiously invent a way that would shield 
you from a legal process, I was the more careful to cut you off 
from all pretext for shuffling, by the explicit declaration of my 
non -membership, by assuring you of my indisposition to renew 
it, and by a direct request that in rescinding your ten years' 
falsehoods, you would refrain from a mere discharge of bile on 
one whom you had already injured beyond your power of rep- 
aration. 

12. My entire request and claim were fully answered and 
complied with by i\\Q first of the two Resolves of March 7, 1855, 
as that one Ilesolve, and that alone, completely rescinded the rec- 
ord complained of, — a record which was made by those who 
never were ignorant of the facts it denied and suppressed, and 
which having been pertinaciously kept and obstinately defended 
for more than ten years, was at last rescinded with no new light 
whatever, except that of public indignation, to convince them 
of its inexcusable falseness. 

13. Comparing the record of January 7, 1845, with the 
second Resolve of March 7, 1855, and thus ascertaining their sep- 
arate and joint import and mutual opposition, it appears that my 
membership in the Association both ceased and did not cease in 
1845, — that for ten years it had no existence, and yet existed 
all that while, — that I was, at one and the same time, a mem- 
ber and not a member, — that membership continued ten years 
after it ended, — that it was terminated by each of two acts, one 
of which was done ten years after the other, — and what was 
fully done Januaiy 7, 1845, was not done at all till March 7, 
1855. Will it not re(|iiire more than a " conflict of aye^^* to 
reconcile such con; nulti ions, and make them square with com- 
mon sense and coiii..ivj.i honesty! 
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Such then are the essential facts and principles which illus- 
trate the character of the two Resolves of Marcli 7, 1855. Do 
thej not exhibit a fit end of a false beginning, and shed a clear 
liglit on the history of intermediate years ? Can the conclusion 
be escaped that, liowever great was the wrong of making the 
false record, and of nursing it with fond and jealous care through 
all that stretch of time, it is exceeded by the meanness of the 
joint Resolves which rescinded the inveterate record, and yet 
contrived to perpetuate its malignity ? If in so saying, I have 
used strong language, have I not spoken in well-measured 
words ? Do not facts justify and require at least all that I liave 
said? Can charity itself say that the inventors of such Re- 
Bolves knew not what they were about? Their studied con- 
trivance is only the more seen, the closer they are examined 
separately, and compared together. As the^r*^ of those Re- 
solves fully rescinded the false record, and thus answered my 
entire claim, — as my membership had terminated by the re- 
corded vote of the Association, ten years before, — as such had 
been and continued to be the understanding, declaration, and 
treatment of the fact by all concerned, neither party deeming or 
suspecting that my membership remained in continuance, — as 
a declared consent is always prerequisite to membership, and no 
such consent had been given, — as instead of expressing or in- 
timating a willingness to renew the long dissolved connection, I 
had expressly assured the Association that I neither was nor 
wished to be a member of it, — as therefore, the second Resolve 
which declared my membership to be thereby terminated, could 
be of no practical or even theoretical advantage, or have any 
tendency whatever to any true and proper object of the Associa- 
tion, — and as the said second Resolve was not only wholly inop- 
erative and nugatory, but must have been well known to the As- 
sociation to be only superfluous, impotent, and void in respect of 
what it pretended to be and to do, does it not follow by inevi- 
table inference, that no honorable motive could have prompted 
the invention T)f so shallow a device ? Is it not evident, that in 
stead of being a stupid blunder of doctors in divinity, it was a 
hopeful trick to preserve to the last at least a seeming consis- 
tency in folly and wrong, if under cover of it they might con- 
ceal their own mortified pride, and gratify a morbid appetite to 
do me harm ? 

Had the first of your two Resolves of March last, completed 
your doing in regard to me, such unwonted discretion would 
have spared me the necessity of rebuking the meanness and 
cowardice which your second Resolve betrays in the whole per- 
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forraance. What though in the first Resolve you prefix a 
simple Mr, to mj name, and thus deny me an ofiicial title 
wliich best becomes him who chiims it least, I might well have 
overlooked the harmless fling, and smiled at the spent arrow, 
Hung in your Parthian flight. But when I came to your sec- 
ond Resolve, and saw not only what it was in itself, but the 
mutual relations and bearings of botli, I could not fail to see 
that in your reluctfint retreat from apprehended danger, you 
still cherished the hope of doing in ambush, what you never 
had courage to do in an open field and by manly strength. 
When, therefore, I discovered that while holding out the calu- 
met of peace, you were yet poisoning arrows in your lurking- 
places, I did not deem it wise either to myself or the public to 
leave you to your haunts unmolested. 

I had heard and read of the skulking stealth of savage war- 
fare, and of the implacable spirit of aboriginal hate ; but I had 
not thought to see in this chosen place of civilization and 
blessed heritage of Christian light, a persecution at once so 
mean, vindictive, and relentless, carried on, in wily ambush, by 
titled ministers of the gospel of grace. The necessity of ex- 
posing it, like that of enduring it, is no choice of mine. From 
my discovery in 1849, of your false record of 1845, onward to 
your Resolves of 1855, your aggressions have compelled me to 
a defence which, of itself, is any thing but a pleasure. It is, 
however, some relief to be able to say, in behalf of religion 
and humanity, what many will be glad to know, that even in 
the Suffolk South Association there are ministers who never 
could consent to lead in so ignoble an enterprise, but who have 
wanted resolution to resist what in heart they abhorred. It is 
only another instance of what often happens in combinations of 
men, that the arrogant assume the responsibility of bad meas- 
ures, and the diffident help their accomplishment as if they had 
no obligations of their own. There always have been, and 
there always will be, " masters of assemblies." The habit of 
submission becomes the strength of tyranny. T^n years have 
witnessed this unworthy truth in your own experience. If at 
the outset the followers had had half the boldness of their 
leaders, it would have saved the Association the disgrace of 
abortive meanness, the chagrin of exposed insincerity, and that 
public contempt which finds no relief in the consciousness of 
self-respect. The dignity of your office, and the titles given to 
adorn it, do but render more conspicuous the dishonor by which 
they are contrasted. Had your pix)fession been that of jockeys, 
instead of the gospel ministry, and your celebrity that of wan- 
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dering sharpers, instead of doctors in divinity, what moie deci- 
sive proof could you have given of a lurch for small cunning 
and petty overreaching? 

But whatever I may have hitherto had at your hands to 
complain of, I see much in your two Resolves of March last to 
be thankful for, though not to you. Though both were devised 
with the same meanness of spirit, and each was intended to aid 
the other in mischief, I should be especially grateful for that 
which was evidently expected to annoy me most. It is not in 
my heart to ask you to rescind that second Resolve, the cul- 
mination of ten years folly and shame. Let it abide, on your 
records to the end of time. Let it remain closely associated 
with the first, that each may illustrate the other, and both to- 
gether the moral genius of their inventors. Suffer no hand to 
obliterate any part of that epitome of a ten years* history. 
Let it not, Hke the doings of which it is the rival and the mirror, 
be hid in the privacy of a sealed book. Let no future scribe 
dread the frown of his masters for revealing its secret history, 
or giving a transcript of its expressive lines. Open wide the 
Tolume in which such oracles are written, and display to every 
new-made member and every casual guest, that memorial and 
interpreter of transactions which find no rival in the annals of 
clerical renown. I subscribe myself 

Yours, J. H. Fairchild. 

Should any one of my readers think that I have, in 
the foregoing letter, given utterance to my indignant 
feelings in terms stronger and more vehement than the 
occasion calls for, I would request him to consider the 
facts and circumstances which called it forth. In my 
communications of March and July, 1854, I had given 
the Association distinctly to understand that a suit at 
law might soon be commenced, unless they removed 
that false record from their books. I also told them 
most explicitly that if, in rescinding, they cast any slur 
on me even by implication, I should deem it a fresh 
outrage on my just rights. And what have they done ? 
The preceding letter answers the question. Li their 
first Resolve they confess their wrong doing ; but their 
second clearly shows that the confession was made by 
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constraint and without sincerity. By the one they es- 
cape the lash of the law ; by the other they show a 
determination that no benefit shall accrue to me by the 
rescission of their libellous record. And who the indi- 
viduals were that performed this deed of petty malice I 
am not permitted to know, though I requested the 
scribe to inform me, or allow me to inform myself, by 
examining the records. It might have been done solely 
by the committee, with Dr. Adams as their leader, who 
went to Exeter, and labored so incessantly and so un- 
fairly to procure my deposition from the ministry, and 
who made their records falsely assert that I was de- 
posed. Indeed, I have no knowledge that this last 
outrage w^as perpetrated by any specific members of the 
Association, or that any of them except that unknown 
committee of whose appointment Dr. Beecher assured 
me in his note of July 12, 1854, ever read my commu- 
nications addressed to ail the members, or heard them 
read. And yet the foregoing Resolves came to me as 
the official act of the Suffolk South Association, by 
which they completely estop me from all legal redress 
by complying with my request to rescind, and yet stig- 
matize and maltreat me to the last! I cannot here 
refrain from exclaiming with the prophet, " Tell it not 
in Gatb, — publish it not in the streets of Askelon ! " 
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CHAPTER XXXII. 

In this chapter I am going to address my ministerial 
brethren. To those of you who have openly and fear- 
lessly stood by me and sustained me in my trials, I feel 
under obligations of gratitude which I should in vain 
attempt to express. To those of you, especially, who 
have recognized me as a clergyman and a pastor in 
regular standing by exchanging pulpits with me, and 
my church as a regular church, by recommending your 
members to us, as more than twenty of you have 
done, — and to those clergymen of different denomina- 
tions who have invited me into their pulpits, and have 
preached in mine, and by this act have expressed their 
confidence and sympathy, by which I felt greatly 
strengthened and encouraged in my trying position, — 
to all such my warmest thanks are due. But no one 
of them has laid me under greater obligations of grati- 
tude than the late venerable and justly venerated Dr. 
Woods. When I think of that great and good man, 
and the truly Christian manner in which he treated 
mo, — when I think how firmly and yet mildly, he met 
the opposition of Dr. Adams to his aiding in my instal- 
lation, — how he resolved to do his duty to an injured 
and persecuted brother, — when I think of this, I say, 
my bosom swells with emotions of gratitude too intense 
for human language to utter. I am not ungrateful to^ 
nor unmindful of, those other clergymen who took part 
in the services on that occasion ; but probably none of 
them met opposition from so fearful a source and so 
diilicult to withstand as did Dr. Woods. Venerable 
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man ! His memory will ever be most precious to my 
heart. He was truly a friend indeed, because he was a 
friend in need. He has told me, in private, what power- 
ful influences were used to prevent him from preaching 
on that occasion. When he was visited at Andover 
by Rev. Dr. Blagden, who came, as he told him, at the 
request of Dr. Adams and some of the other pastors in 
Boston, to dissuade him from attending my installation, 
he said to me that he heard Dr. Blagden urge all the 
objections which Dr. Adams and others had made to 
his assisting in my installation, (though Dr. Woods 
made this remark, — " Dr. Blagden assured me that he 
had no unkind feelings towards Mr. Fairchild,") — after 
listening to these objections Dr. Woods said to Dr. 
Blagden, that in consequence of the opposition which 
some of his brethren had manifested to his taking part 
in installing me, he had been led to make it the subject 
of special prayer, and that the more he prayed the 
more he was satisfied that it was his duty to preach on 
the occasion. Who can blame me, after all this, for 
thus expressing my feelings of veneration and attach- 
ment to that man of God ? 

I have now something to say to the majority of the 
council who sat on my case at Exeter. Your result has 
been before the world for nearly eleven years; and I 
have never known but one construction put upon it out 
of your own body and the Suffolk South Association. 
You suspended me from my office till I should do a cer- 
tain act prescribed in your result, — and till that act was 
done, you said you could not longer reckon me among 
the ministers of Christ. What was the irresistible, — 
the unavoidable conclusion from these premises? Why, 
certainly, that when that act was done, I was restored 
to the functions of my office; and restored without 
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any further action on your part, and that your future 
treatment of me should be in accordance with it. You 
suspended your final action on the verdict of a jury ; 
and this you did for the best of all reasons, — your ac- 
knowledged incompetency to compel the attendance of 
witnesses and the utterance of all the truth. You then 
dissolved, and became defunct You did not adjourn 
to meet at some future day on the call of the moderator 
or scribe. But like all other ecclesiastical councils of 
our order, " you died in giving birth to a live result" 
And you must, I think, clearly see, if you will read 
what I have written, that there was no power existing 
in me, or in the church at Exeter, or anywhere else, to 
raise you to life again. Do you say that your result 
was uncongregational ; — that I ought not to have been 
restored on the verdict of the jury, without further 
action by the council ? I will not stop here to argue 
this point Even admitting that your result was uncon- 
gregational, who ought to suffer therefrom, you or my- 
self? I acted in good faith, and expected that you 
would do the same. Have you done so ? In answer 
to this inquiry, I will here quote a single paragraph 
from a communication which appeared in one of our 
city papers a few years ago, ^^nritten, as I was informed 
at the time, by a clergyman of another denomination. 

Where, we would inquire, — where is the majority of that 
council which virtually assured him that if he would go to the 
civil court, and there obtain an acquittal, he should be restored to 
their favor and confidence ? Has any one of that majority been 
near him to offer him sympathy and an exchange of pulpits ? It 
is a fact of common notoriety tliat nothing of this kind has been 
done, but just the contrary. Now, there is only one principle 
on which we can explain such conduct : The priestliood in all 
ages, have oflTered sacrilices ; and, as they cannot now offer 
goats and bullocks, they have chosen to sacrifice one of tlieir 
own number, and thus make a remarkable display of their im- 
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maculate purity and uncommon piety I Surely, the Lord will 
remember them in the great day of account. 

I do not fully accord with the writer in the riowB 
here expressed. I am too well acquainted with mo^t 
of you to admit the correctness of all these remarka, 
without considerable modification. But the first half 
of it is literally true. Not one of you has sairl or done 
any thing which even looks like a redemption of youi 
pledge. So far as I know, you have never uttered a 
single word, or done a single act by which you meant 
to do what you said you would do in your result. 
I would inquire particularly of Dr. Dana and Dr. Dim- 
mick, the moderator and scribe of the council, whether 
they have done what they solemnly and publicly pledged 
themselves to do in case of my acquittal by the civil 
court? Have they "hasted with unutterable joy to 
reverse, their present decision, and reckon me again 
among the faithful ministers of Christ ? " Have they 
attempted to fulfil this pledge ? Or if they made it 
hastily and without authority, have they told the world 
so? True, Dr. Dana has published that Dr. Dira- 
mick said, in his name, what he did not authorize him 
to say. And what has Dr. Dimmick done who put forth 
this charitable assurance? He has treated me ever 
since, just as he would have done, if the jury had 
brought in a verdict of guilty. 

I would here say that I have reason to believe that 
Dr. Dana and Dr. Emerson of Salem, as they have no 
pastoral charge, would have preached for me ere this, 
had it not been for the influence of Dr. Adams ; for I 
am told by those who have better means of knowing 
than I have, that they very much regret that I should 
have been so pursued since my acquittal by the jury, 
and especially since my installation. 
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Dr. Storrs 'wtII excuse me for saying here that I did 
expect different treatment from him. From the stand 
which he took in my favor in the secret session of the 
council, as I have been assured by those who heard him, 
and the disappointment of the minority, that his vote 
was not with theirs for acquittal, and from his kind let- 
ter to me which is contained in a preceding chapter, 
and especially from the fact that he was a member of 
the council which installed me in this place in 1827, 
and preached the sermon on that occasion, and then 
virtually pledged himself to stand by and defend me 
from all vile attacks on my reputation, until I should be 
proved guilty of some crime which would disqualify me 
for the sacred office, and from the fact of his well-estab- 
lished character as a firm, ardent, able, and generally 
successful defender of his brethren when on trial for 
alleged misdemeanors, — for these reasons, I say, I did 
expect that Dr. Storrs, after expressing his readiness to 
sacrifice the last cent of his property and the last frag- 
ment of his reputation in defence of a deserving brother, 
such as he had always deemed me to be, he would be 
among the first to take me by the hand and bid me 
God-speed in my future efforts for Zion's welfare. I 
feel grieved at this. But I do not complain. I have 
no wish to reproach him. All the above-named gentle- 
men, — Drs. Dana, Emerson, Storrs, and Dimmick, — 
are good men, and men that fear God. They stand 
deservedly high in the esteem and confidence of the 
Christian public. But though honest and upright, they 
are men, and fallible men. And I know^ as multitudes 
believe^ that they have erred in this matter. And if 
they could only look at it as imcommitt^d, disinterested 
men, they would doubtless see their mistake as clearly 
as others do, and be ready, at once, to do all in their 
power to rectify it, 
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I woiild ask those of my brethren in the ministry, 
both old and young, who have hitherto stood aloof from 
me and regarded me as " a wolf in sheep's clothing," 
what have I done to deserve such treatment at your 
hands ? Why, you say that I paid hush-money. So I 
did; and I explained to you the reason in my first 
chapter. I paid it on the same principle that the peace- 
ful traveller would deliver up his purse rather than his 
life to the highwayman. And who could have a heart 
to cast reproach on any man for giving up his money to 
save himself from the fatal contents of a pistol pointed 
at his breast ? 

I know that some good people have asked the ques- 
tion, whether it would not have been much better to 
have trusted in Divine Providence for safety than in the 
payment of hush-money ? I know and confess that my 
faith is not what it should be ; and I have frequent oc- 
casion to lament its weakness. But did not Paul have 
strong faith and unwavering confidence in Divine Provi- 
dence ? Yet, on one occasion, when his enemies were 
lying in wait to kill him, he consented that his Mends 
should let him down by the wall in a basket, that he 
might escape the threatened danger. 

But mine is not the only instance of the payment of 
hush-money by a clergyman, when unjustly accused, in 
order to prevent a threatened scandal. Many of my 
readers doubtless recollect, that some twenty years ago, 
the Rev. Dr. Phillips of New York, one of the most 
respectable clergymen in that city, was accused of a 
similar crime, and who actually paid hush-money more 
than once, on the same principle that governed me. 
But he afterwards voluntarily submitted his case, as 1 
did mine, to the decision of a legal tribunal, and he was 
triumphantly acquitted by the jury, as every reader 
knows was the case with me. Now suppose ths^t his 
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Iwrethren in New York had treated him as many of my 
brethren in Boston have treated me. Suppose that Dr. 
Spring, at the head of the Presbytery there, had taken 
the same stand against him as Dr. Adams, at the head 
of the Association, has taken against me here, and con- 
tinued it for ten years; his fate might have been no 
better than my own. But did his brethren thus treat 
him ? Did they thus desert and denounce him ? Not 
one of them. They all congratulated him on his 
acquittal, and gave him then^ as they do now, their un- 
wavering confidence. If they bad any secret fears that 
all was not right on the part of their brother, they kept 
those fears to themselves, and were happy that the civil 
law had prevented the reproach and disgrace which 
would otherwise have rested on their profession. Was 
this owing to the fact that he was then pastor of a rich 
church in Wall street? I think not. Or was it owing 
to the fact that his brethren there were naturally more 
kind and charitable than my brethren h€re ? Perhaps 
not But this was it. His brethren there did not com- 
mit themselves against him by sending a committee 
from the Presbytery to consult his. accuser, and listen to 
her statements in his absence. Dr. Spring did not say 
to one, before he saw him, " There is not one chance in 
a hundred for his escape." Neither did he say to another, 
soon after he did see him, " I saw the picture of hell in 
his countenance." Neither did one of the committee 
bring her into court leaning on his arm. They, there- 
fore, had no preconceived and preexpressed opinions to 
forego. They were not called on to utter the three hard- 
est words in our language to pronounce, — "I was ' 
mistaken." Neither had they committed themselves 
to sustain any deacons, who had promised to pay fifty 
dollars a year for ten years, in case of his conviction. 
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The father and the daughter, if I have been correctly 
informed, were the only conspirators in that affair. If 
my brethren had acted as wisely, and judiciously, and 
christianly, as did his, all would have been well, and 
Clirist would not have been thus wounded in the house 
of his friends. 

What else have I done ? Why, it is said that I acted 
very unwisely, if not criminally, in returning to South 
Boston, or, as Dr. Adams intimates, in his remonstrance 
against my installation, that it was inexpedient for me 
to preach in Boston and vicinity, however it might be 
in places more remote. And he says expressly, that my 
"settlement here would probably sever some of the 
cherished friendships and intimacies in which the pas- 
tors are all now so happy." But if such disastrous 
effects have followed, or shall follow my installation over 
my present church, whose fault is it ? I came not here 
to sever cherished friendships between pastors, or to 
cause divisions and heart-burnings in the churches; but 
I came because I judged it my duty to come, — because 
I had a right to come, and because wise counsellors ad- 
vised me to come. And if Dr. Adams and his friends 
had been willing to submit to the verdict of an impartial 
jury, and the consequent acquittal by the Exeter Coun- 
cil, no clerical or pastoral friendships would have been 
severed, and no divisions and alienations caused in the 
churches. Besides ; where else could I have gone with 
any hope of usefulness or safety ? Let me have retired 
to ever so great a distance, how long should I have been 
there before another " Epaphroditus " would have been 
sent after me, as was the case at Exeter ? My enemies, 
by their anonymous communications, drove me from 
that delightful residence, where I was happily and use- 
fully settled over a large and intelligent parish. And so 
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they would have done, I feared, let me have gone even 
to Canada for a home. I came here because here I had 
friends who knew me and my enemies^ and could judge 
between us, — friends who were familiar with all the 
circumstances of the case, and on whose minds scur- 
rilous circulars and letters could have no effect Where 
should an innocent man go to defend his reputation 
when wickedly assailed, but to the very place where 
the assault was made, — among his neighbors and 
friends, who had long known and confided in him? 
Surely, if he cannot regain his reputation where he and 
his assailants are best known, it would be in vain to 
make the attempt among strangers. 

Another wicked thing that I am accused of is, com- 
mencing a suit at law against Dr. Adams. But what 
fair-minded man can say so or think so, after having 
read this book, and especially after reading what Mr. 
Clifford says in his argument touching this point? 
Every candid reader must see that I took all possible 
pains to have a simple act of justice done me without a 
resort to civil law, — that I strove to avoid its com- 
mencement, and sought through his counsel and others, 
to prevent its prosecution after it was commenced. No 
one can doubt the truth of this statement who has read 
ray communications to the Association, or my letter to 
Mr. Sumner, or my correspondence with Mr. Choate. 
But Dr. Adams forced me to take this step. Let me 
refer the reader back to Mr. McClure's testimony before 
the referees. He there stated that the getting up of the 
medical fact was a distinct challenge to me by Dr. 
Adams, to prosecute, — not himself, indeed, but the pub- 
lisher, or Deacon Drake, the signer, and that he was 
astonished it did not have that effect. But so reluctant 
was I to go to law that fifty-six of my parishioners 
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Bigned the reply to that pamphlet, spoken of in another 
chapter, which we supposed would satisfy everybody that 
the statements there made were false as well as filthy. 
And then, because I did not prosecute, Dr. Adams 
taunted and reproached me for want of courage ! I will 
here quote the testimony of Rev. Louis Dwight. Mr. 
Dwight says, " I was walking in Tremont street, and 
Dr. Adams crossed the street to me ; and in a conversa- 
tion about this matter, he said that Mr. Fairchild 
wanted courage to prosecute. I told him, (having in my 
mind what Mr. Fairchild had gone through with,) that 
I thought he had courage, and enough of it too." Not 
to have prosecuted under such circumstances would 
have been a forfeiture of all self-respect, as well as the 
respect of every virtuous and high-minded man in the 
community. 

But there is one thing more which Dr. Adams thinks 
disqualifies me entirely from appearing in any pulpit, 
especially any pulpit in Boston; and that is, the charac- 
ter and tone of my writings. That I may not misrepre- 
sent him, I will quote a single paragraph from his 
remonstrance to the council that installed me. 

If a candidate for licensure who had done and written such 
things as Mr. Fairchild has avowed and published, should ap- 
pear before any of our ministerial associations, we would ask 
whether it is probable that they would consider him a fit person 
to be invested with the sacred office ? We shall rejoice if Mr. 
Fairchild can make himself useful in any suitable employment, 
but having in mind the associations which will naturally be 
awakened in the minds of the people by his appearance in the 
pulpits at least of this city and vicinity, we feel constrained to 
remonstrate, as we now do, against his installation here. 

Perhaps it would be deemed unbecoming in me to 
speak of the moral tone of my writings, or to utter one 
word in their defence. Thg public are the best judges 
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as to that matter ; and to their judgment I cheerfolly 
submit. I must however be permitted to say one thing: 
If Dr. Adams will convict me of writing to him or to 
any human being such a letter as that which he wrote 
to me from Marblehead, or such letters as he wrote to 
Mrs. Jewett, of Pittston ; and above all, of furnishing 
the materials, and eliminating passages, and criticizing 
sentences, and preparing for the press such an infamous 
pamphlet, so foul and false as the Medical Fact, I wUl 
promise forthwith to quit not only Boston pulpits, but 
all pulpits, and quit them forever. And I should deem 
it a Christian duty to clothe myself with sackcloth, and 
walk softly, and humbly, and penitently before God all 
the rest of my days. Does Dr. Adams think that his 
appearance in the pulpits of this city and vicinity, 
awakens in the minds of the people no unpleasant asso- 
ciations in connection with the strange letters above 
named, and that vile pamphlet, and that unchristian 
spirit which he has indulged towards me for years ; to 
say nothing of his recent book on slavery ? 

As Dr. Adams has set the example of supposing 
cases, I will suppose one. Suppose that he himself 
were now without a pastoral charge, and that some 
church had extended to him a call ; and on his accept- 
ance thereof, an ecclesiastical council had convened 
to examine and install him, if they found no valid ob- 
jections. Now suppose that in the course of this exam- 
ination, evidence came before them not to be called in 
question, that he had openly said of a minister of the 
gospel in good standing ecclesiastically and civilly, that 
he had ceased to discriminate between truth and false- 
hood, — that he was the wickedest man that walks the 
earth, — and had contracted, by his vices, a loathsome 
disease, — and was, in a word, the veJy personification 
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of hell itself! And suppose further that it should ap- 
pear before the council that he had been publicly ac- 
cused of saying these things and actually brought be- 
fore a civil tribunal to respond to them, and that instead 
of attempting to prove that they were true, he set up, 
in his defence, the plea of privilege and the statute of 
limilations, and on that ground alone and behind tliat 
shield he had been protected from the punishment justly 
due to so grave an offence ; how pertinently might his 
own question be asked here, "whether it is probable 
that they would consider him a fit person to be invested 
with the pastoral office ? " 



CHAPTER XXXIII. 

Whether the following inferences are legitimately 
drawn from the preceding "remarkable incidents," must 
be left to the judgment of my readers. To my own 
mind they follow naturally and irresistibly. 

1. Dr. Adams has been the principal cause of all my 
trials and difficulties as I have been narrating them, 
from the 18th of June, 1844, down to the 7th of March, 
1855. As I did not answer the question which he says 
he put to me on the morning of that 18th day, he made 
up his mind at once that I was guilty, and saw, as he 
said, « the pictiu-e of hell in my countenance." And 
the " impressions " which he then received, nothing has 
been able to remove. Since that period he seems to 
have been unwearied in his efforts to fasten the same 
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impressions on the minds of all whom he could influ- 
ence ; and his influence over his brethren, till recently, 
has been almost unbounded. To carry his point he has 
even gone out of his own denomination. A very re- 
spectable clergyman of the Unitarian faith, who was 
settled at the time of my trial in court, near Boston, 
said to me since my installation over my present church, 
that after my triumphant acquittal by the jury, he wrote 
me a letter expressive of his sympathy and kind feel- 
ings, and was about mailing it, when he had an interview 
with Mr. Adams, who gave him distinctly to understand 
that he believed me a guilty man, and that he had bet- 
ter bestow his sympathy on some more worthy object. 
That clergyman has since sent me the letter ; and on 
reading it, I felt truly grateful to him for the deep inter- 
est which he took in my case, and his kind endeavor to 
say something to comfort and encourage me. He per- 
formed this brotherly act as readily and with as good a 
grace as though I had belonged to his own denomina- 
tion. And I never see him or think of him without 
emotions widely different from those excited by the 
sight or thought of Dr. Adams. Had it not been for 
Dr. Adams, I do not believe that Messrs. Riddel and 
Beecher would have pursued me beyond my acquittal, 
— no, nor even Deacon Drake. But having such a 
leader and adviser, they have done that which is a dis- 
grace to humanity, not to say Christianity. 

2. Had it not been for Dr. Adams, if I have been cor- 
rectly informed, I should never have been indicted by 
the grand-jury. 

3. Nor should I have been suspended by the council 
at Exeter in consequence of his testifying on oath, to 
impressions which he knew must injure me, and sup- 
pressing facts in his possession which would have been 
a defence to me. 
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4. Nor been obliged to sell my house and expend the 
avails of it in self-defence. 

5. That the whole difficulty would have been settled 
by the verdict of the jury, and passed into oblivion 
years ago. 

6. That the alienations and heart-burnings between 
pastors and members of churches on my account would 
never have been known. 

7. That the enemies of the ministry and Christianity 
would not have been furnished with so iBruitful and ap- 
parently so truthful a source of argument against relig- 
ion in all its forms. 

8. That the Orthodox denomination has suffered griev- 
ously in public opinion by the singular course which 
certain influential pastors have taken in this affair. 

9. That the plea of privilege to slander me, behind 
which Dr. Adams sought protection, was unmanly and 
degrading to a Christian minister. 

10. That I have been required to do what is not de- 
manded either by law or gospel, namely, — to prove my- 
self innocent. Dr. Adams has acted towards -me as 
though he had a right to treat me as a knave, not only 
until I had proved my honesty, but even after it had been 
proved. 

11. That Dr. Adams cannot plead in justification of 
his treatment of me, that he was acting in self-defence, 
since I never made any attack on his character or repu- 
tation, nor have I, notwithstanding all his ill treatment, 
ever taken any special pains to ascertain the truth of 
any stories which may have come to my ears, implicat- 
ing him in any delinquency, whether in his father's 
house, or in the school-room, or in coUege, or in his col- 
league pastorship with Dr. Holmes, or in his present 
position as pastor of Essex Street Church. I trust that 
I shall never be left to descend to such meanness. I 
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have done nothing but repel the attacks which he has 
made upon me. 

12. That had not Dr. Adams been the spiritual adviser 
of a scandal-woman, he would never have had occasion 
to call an ex parte coimcil to sustain him in his inglori- 
ous work. 

13. That there is a great deal of truth in the old 
adage, "clerical hate is the worst of all hate." And 
every one knows that the more injuries a person tries to 
inflict on another, if unsuccessful, the more inveterate 
becomes his hatred. 

14. That the doctrine of a particular providence is 
true. On this inference I must be permifted to enlarge. 
My history, as I have been relating it, is full of provi- 
dential interpositions. Whoever may doubt the doc- 
trine of a particular providence, surely it does not be- 
come me thus to doubt. I think I may say with David, 
" If it had not been the Lord who was on my side, when 
men rose up against me, then had they swallowed me 
up quick." With such a combination against mo, so 
powerful and so long continued, it is a wonder to my- 
self, as well as to others, how I have been sustained ; 
and the question has been often asked me, " How have 
you lived through such a scene of troubles?" My uni- 
form reply has been : " A man, with a good conscience 
and a good wife, can stand any thing ; and I can truly 
say that I have felt their sustaining power." And does 
it not seem a wonder to my readers, (it certainly does 
to me,) that I still stand up in the pulpit, and still have 
a church and congregation to attend on my ministry, 
after so many and such unscrupulous eflbrts have been 
made to silence me and scatter my flock ? Suppose 
tliat certain influential clergymen of any of the denom- 
inations in this city, should deem it expedient, for rea- 
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sons perfectly satisfactory to themselves, to prevent one 
of their brethren from further performing the duties of 
his office. Let that brother be one of the most gifted 
and popular of them all, — one now standing on the 
very pinnacle of fame. To accomplish their object, they 
need not accuse him of any crime. But let them with- 
hold fellowship from him. Let them exclude him from 
their pulpits. Let them refuse to recommend their 
members to his church. Let them expel him from their 
association, and carefully abstain from any and every 
act whereby they might recognize him as a minister of 
Christ; and let them do all this without publicly assign- 
ing any other reason whatever than this, " We claim 
it as a matter of privilege^ because we are clergymen." 
Does not every reader believe that such a pastor, how- 
ever high and enviable his standing may have been, 
would feel as uncomfortable and as much embarrassed 
in his position, as I have felt in mine ? 

But in addition to all this, let them call him by all 
the most infamous names, and accuse him of all the 
most infamous crimes which the tongue or the pen of 
man could utter, as I have been called and accused by 
one, at least, of the Orthodox clergy — I mean Dr. 
Adams — and whom they still regard as in good fel- 
lowship, without a single note of remonstrance or cen- 
sure, and thus by their silence, giving their assent to 
the whole. Let them or their coadjutors go round 
among the members of his church and parish, and rep- 
resent to them that their interest and reputation will be 
benefited by withdrawing from his ministry. Let them 
use their influence with pastors in the country, and with 
one or more of the leading members of their churches 
to prevent an exchange of pulpits with him, as has been 
done, in more instances than one, in my case. Let the 
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agents of the various charitable institutions whose head- 
quarters are in Boston, and who go out among the 
churches to solicit their contributions, and whose offi- 
ces and salaries are, in a great measure, dependent on 
the favor and recommendation of the clergy in the city, 
— let these agents, I say, help on the work of ruin 
wherever they go, by dark hints and significant inuen- 
does, — let them thus hold him up as a target to be shot 
at from all quarters ; and should any clergyman express 
sympathy for him, or any layman propose to attend on 
his ministry, then let their battery be opened on them 
also ; and let them pursue this course towards him for 
ten long years, as in my case, even after the most thor- 
ough and impartial trial, and the fullest and completest 
vindication of himself from every charge brought against 
him, — and where, — where would he be at the end of 
those years, though he were as pure and innocent as an 
angel of light? I pray God that he may never have 
occasion to answer this question by experience I And 
if he and his church should live through all this, would 
he not be justified in attributing their preservation to 
the special interposition of Divine Providence ? 

I have spoken of the agents of our religious and char- 
itable societies, as seconding the efforts of Dr. Adams 
to injure me as a clergyman. This remark is not appli- 
cable to them all. There are some honorable excep- 
tions. Three of these agents are members of the Suf- 
folk South Association, and two of them, as I have been 
credibly informed, have spoken and acted in favor of 
retaining that false and libellous vote upon their records. 
One of those gentlemen has the whole commonwealth 
as his field of labor, and the other, I am told, is now 
visiting the churches in two of the adjoining States. 
And does it seem incredible that these agents, in their 
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intercourse with pastors, should be forward to justify 
themselves and the Association in their treatment of 
me ? Is it not reasonable to suppose that they would 
defend Dr. Adams with earnestness and zeal ? And if 
they have not done this, then my information has not 
been correct. 

But this is a digression. I was speaking of the inter- 
positions of Providence. These have been somewhat 
numerous in my history, as the reader has doubtless 
observed. I will just allude to some of them : The 
preservation of my life when in imminent peril, — my 
release from the further payment of hush-money by the 
deacons assuming the responsibility, — my knowledge 
of Dr. Adams's letters to Mrs. Jewett, — the manner in 
which a copy of Mr. Patton's letter came to me, and 
the letter of Deacon Drake to Dr. Sheldon, — also the 
placing in my hands, through the agency of Deacon 
Drake, and without any expense to me, so valuable a 
document in my defence as Dr. Hayward's deposition, 

— the discovery of Dr. Adams's agency in The Medical 
Fact, and also of the writer of the anonymous letters 
which two experts swore upon me, — the exposure of 
that infamous plot to ruin me by means of Hunting's 
false certificate, and my ability to meet and thwart my 
enemies whenever they have made a new attack upon 
me. 

15. That it is unwise and unsafe to commit one's 
self on ex parte testimony. I do not believe that any 
of those clergymen who have taken part against me, 

— no, not even Dr. Adams himself, were actuated at 
firsts by any feelings of enmity or unkindness. I am 
not aware that one of them even suspected me of any 
moral delinquency till June, 1&44, though I had then 
been living among them, on terms more or less intimate, 
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for nearly fifteen years. But they hastily, and on par- 
tial and defective testimony, committed themselves. 
And, considering what poor human nature is, every- 
body knows that most men are quite unwilling to ac- 
knowledge an error, or confess a fault With regard to 
Dr. Adams, it is well known that he is remarkably set 
and unyielding* and seldom or never retracts. If any 
one ever before doubted that this is a prominent trait 
in his character, he must surely have been convinced by 
the publication of his " South Side View of Slavery." 
He was entreated not to publish by clergymen and lay- 
men, by friends in his own church and out of it. Even 
Dr. Lowell, that venerable and highly respected clergy- 
man, wrote him a letter, beseeching him not to publish. 
And it would seem that his letter made such an impres- 
sion on the mind of Dr. Adams, that he sent a note to 
Dr. Lowell, giving him the consoling assurance that he 
would not publish. But it is evident that both the im- 
pression and the assurance quickly passed away and were 
forgotten. For the publication of his book was soon 
announced. And having formed his opinion in my case 
so suddenly and expressed it so confidently, and been 
so determined not to take back any thing, that he has, 
for years, been committing himself over and over and 
over again, and has had sufficient influence with other 
clergymen to induce them to do the same. And he has 
doubtless felt himself strengthened and sustained by 
every new accession to the number of his sympathizing 
friends. And he seems to have been fully aware that 
he had gained an important point by influencing any 
member of the Exeter Council, or any pastor in Boston 
or vicinity to commit himself against me in the slightest 
degree. Hence his sufccessful effort in preventing the 
moderator and scribe from reassembling the Exeter Coun- 
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cil after my acquittal in court, agreeably to their pledge 
publicly given. And though he could not prevail on them 
either to sign his remonstrance or to send one in their 
own name to the council that installed me in November, 
1845, protesting against their performing that service, 
yet he did succeed in obtaining from them a letter, in 
which they recommitted themselves against me. Dr. 
Adams was also successful in procuring the names of thir- 
teen pastors in Boston and vicinity to his remonstrance 
against my installation, though Drs. Codman, Albro, 
Stearns, and some others, refused their signatures. Those 
who signed it were made to say, by Dr. Adams's " finesse," 
that it would be impossible for them ever to acknowl- 
edge me as a pastor, or have fellowship with any church 
that might employ me, thus committing themselves in 
the strongest possible terms against me, though some of 
them were so strangely inconsistent, that in September, 
1852, they could read to their churches a letter missive, 
and take action thereon, consenting to become members 
of an ex parte council to sit in judgment on our doings, 
and thus acknowledge fellowship with my church, and 
myself as its pastor ! This acknowledgment they were 
led to make at the instance of Dr. Adams, who doubtless 
expected thereby to banish me for ever from the pulpit 
Lideed, the main argument of the Huntings, in justifica- 
tion of their conduct was, that, if my church would get 
rid of me, then the other churches in the city would re- 
ceive them into fellowship, and erect for them a church 
edifice, which they said was a praiseworthy object, as it 
would reconcile the pastors now at variance on my ac- 
count, and restore harmony of feeling to the churches. 
This argument has the appearance, at least, of having 
been suggested by " their spiritual adviser." 

What was the object of Dr. Adams in his advice to 
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the Huntings to call an ex parte council ? He knew as 
well as he knew his alphabet, that in disciplining those 
persons, my church had taken the precise steps pointed 
out in the gospel, and in the platform of our churches, 
and was not amenable to any council whatever. He 
probably knew, too, the character of the woman he ad- 
vised to testify against me, for she had formerly been 
a member of his church ; and had he not known her, 
I think he would never have presumed to make a tool 
of her to accomplish his unworthy purpose. Neither 
was he ignorant of the fact, that had her character as a 
truthful witness been unsuspected, both law and gospel 
forbid the trying of a man on such a charge, where it 
was not even pretended that there was more than one 
witness. The unavoidable inference, as it seems to me, 
is this, — Dr. Adams was well aware that those pastors 
Whom he could induce to become members of that coun- 
cil, would, by so doing, commit themselves against me 
once more. He was aware, too, that all the delegates 
of the churches would thus commit themselves. The 
bare fact of accepting the appointment as delegates 
would commit them. Neither pastors nor delegates 
would wish to confess that they were duped by Dr. 
Adams, in causing them to be assembled in council, 
when there was nothing for them to do. Of course 
they must render some plausible excuse for assembling 
and not acting. And I am told that their excuse, — I 
ought rather to say, the excuse which Dr. Adams gives 
for them, is this : " Mr. Fairchild is undoubtedly guilty ; 
but as there was only one witness, it could not be legally 
or ecclesiastically proved." This statement was made 
to me as coming from Dr. Adams, by a clergyman re- 
siding many miles from Boston. I wish that the coun- 
cil, for my sake, could have listened to her story, if 
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she had only told it as she did in the presence of 
my church. To let the reader see how completely 
worthless her testimony was, independent of her in- 
consistencies and contradictions, I will state two facts : 
1. The alleged impropriety took place, according to her 
written statement, (which was destroyed by the advice 
of Dr. Adams,) in August, 1849, and afterwards changed 
as to time till the latter part of August, 1850, or early in 
September, at which time I can prove that we were fifty 
miles apart. 2. I have the testimony of three credible 
witnesses that, since the twelfth of September, 1850, 
she has spoken to them of me in terms of high com- 
mendation. I will here give the testimony of one of 
them, as it now lies before me, in his own handwriting, 
and with his name appended. 

" I hereby certify that, since the trial before the referees in 
the summer of 1851, Mrs. Hunting said to me that she believed 
Mr. Fairchild had been a greatly injured man, — that having 
been acquainted with him for several years, she never had seen 
any thing in his conduct unbecoming a gentleman. She said 
she thought Mr. Adams had pursued him with the most unre- 
lenting persecution. She expressed her unbounded confidence 
in Mr. Fairchild's honesty and integrity. Late in the spring, or 
early in the summer of 1852, 1 had another interview with Mrs. 
Hunting. She then remarked, * I have altered my opinion of 
Mr. Fairchild, which I suppose you will be surprised to hear, 
considering what I said to you about him in our last conversa- 
tion ; for I then thought that all creation could not have caused 
me to change my opinion ; but I have since conversed with Dr. 
Adams, and am now convinced that Dr. Adams has been 
greatly injured, and that Mr. Fairchild is a bad man, and that 
all which has been said against him is true, and that he is now 
completely down.' " 

This is but a small portion of the evidence in my 
possession of the little credit due to the story of Mrs. 
Hunting, by whom Dr. Adams sought to influence cler- 
gymen and laymen to commit themselves against me. 
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a^d cooperate with )iim in endeavors to accomplish my 
ruin. 

16^ Divine Providence has made it appear plain to all 
that what I have done was to prevent a threatened 
scandal, while Dr. Adams and his coadjutors have 
labored incessantly to frn/^ to light a threatened scan- 
dal. I have endeavored to save the church and the min- 
istry from reproach, even in that for which I have been 
the most censured, while they have pursued a course 
calculated to produce a directly contrary effect. 

As my last inference, I was going to speak of the 
duty of those of my ministerial brethren who have not 
committed themselves irrevocably against me. But I 
forbear. To address them on such a topic, after all that 
I have said in the preceding pages, would be a reflec- 
tion both on their understanding and their piety. To 
such I need say nothing, but simply refer them to the 
seventh chapter of Matthew and twelfth verse. 

As for those members of the Association who have 
hitherto justified and sustained Dr. Adams, I have no 
hope of any favorable change in them. I expect that 
they will sustain him still. Hence their exclusion in my 
•dedication. I will, however, venture to remind those 
gentlemen of a sentiment which one of tlie Association, 
— or at least one who signed the remonstrance against 
my installation, — advanced in a sermon a few years 
ago, as reported to me by a person who heard it. He 
says that the preacher took occasion in the course of his 
sermon to speak of the duty which Christians owed to a 
man who had been accused of crime, and honorably 
acquitted by an upright jury. He said that they ought 
to treat him not only as well as they did before, but 
even better^ — that they ought, not only to restore him 
to their confidence, but sympathize with him on account 
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of his sufferings ; for having been found innocent of any 
crime, a grievous calamity had befallen him which he 
did not deserve. And even when a man has been proved 
guilty, and is afterwards pardoned by the governor, 
though they are not bound at once to restore him to 
their confidence, yet they must be careful to treat him 
kindly, and encourage him to regain his former stand- 
ing. While the gentleman was listening to these just 
statements, he said to himself, " I wonder if the preacher 
ever thinks of the case of Mr. Fairchild ! " But alas ! 
how many professing Christians feel and act in such 
cases as did a certain Dutch judge when a man was 
brought before him, accused of crime, but who reso- 
lutely asserted his innocence, — " Why, if you are not 
guilty," says the judge, " how came you here ? " 

I will close this chapter by referring the reader to a 
single sentence in Dr. Adams's letter to me, dated April 
10, 1846, which he will find in the twelfth chapter. It 
is this, — " No man living knows you so thoroughly as I 
do." Some may infer from this expression that Dr. Adams 
had reasons unknown to others, for continuing to treat 
me as he has. What knowledge he possessed of my char- 
acter or habits of an injurious nature, more than other 
clergymen with whom I associated, I know not. True, 
circumstances caused us to become somewhat more ac- 
quainted near the close of my ministry in Boston, in 
1842, and I felt much attached to him. Therefore it 
was very proper, as well as natural, that I should go to 
him in my troubles for comfort and counsel. Why he 
penned that sentence, I never could conceive, unless he 
intended by it to intimidate me from ever doing any 
thing more to defend myself, fearing he would say some- 
thing to my injury which I could not meet. But being 
conscious that he knew nothing more than others to » v 
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hurt, I have gone fearlessly on, whenever attacked, to 
endeavor to bring the truth to light. And I presume 
no reader will now be charitable enough to think that 
after his attempts to persuade others to tell what they 
did not know, his sense of honor would be so nice as to 
prevent him from telling what he himself did know. 



CHAPTER XXXIV. 

I WOULD say, in conclusion, that no Christian clergy- 
man or Christian layman can more sincerely regret 
than I do, the necessity which has called forth this 
publication. Nothing but an imperious sense of duty 
could have led me to take this step. Every candid 
reader will see with what patience I have endured the 
many injuries which my brethren had done me, and my 
persevering efforts to settle our difficulties on gospel 
principles. When Mr. Kirk attempted to set matters 
right in the Association, if " Dr. Adams had not put him 
all aback," and if the Association, even as late as last 
November, had passed the first without the second of 
their Resolves of March 7, 1855, this book would never 
have been written. In my commimication of July 8, 
1854, I assured the Association that if they would only 
authorize their scribe to write on the margin of the page 
containing their libellous record, the following sentence, 

** This vote was rescinded on this day of 1854," 

and certify the same to me, my request would be fully 
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complied with. I should have published it to the world, 
and there the matter, which has occasioned so much 
alienation and painful regret, would have been set at rest 
for ever. But when the Association let their Novem- 
ber and January meetings pass by without complying 
with my request, either in form or substance, and 
especially after the instructions which they gave to their 
scribe, the Rev. Mr. Laurie, not to let me see the records, 
or even to answer me a civil question, I determined at 
once, that* duty to my Master, my church, my family, 
and my friends, forbid me to allow such iniquity, though 
practised in high places, to remain any longer concealed 
from the eye of the world. But when I read their 
second Resolve of March last, if I had before doubted as 
to my duty, all doubts would then have been dissipated. 
When they passed that Resolve they had reached the cli- 
max of wrong, and there was but one way left for me to 
meet and repel it, and that was to make a full statement 
of all Ihe wrongs which I had received at their hands, 
and expressing my firm belief, and giving my reasons 
for it, that Dr. Adams has been the chief instigator of 
the whole. But I would here say, that if any of the 
gentlemen who have been the abettors of Dr. Adams, 
think that I have thrown too much of the responsibility 
on him, if they will notify me of that fact, and state 
precisely how much belongs to them, I will most cheer- 
fully insert it in the second edition of my book, should 
one be called for, or communicate it to the public in 
some other form. I presume, however, they will not 
pretend that the responsibility is placed where it does 
not properly belong, since one of them who helped make 
the record, and is still a member, said to a clergyman 
of my acquaintance, who asked him why the Associa- 
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Hon did not rescind their false vote, " We have thought 
it best to let Dr. Adams have pretty much his own way 
in that matter." 

Perhaps Dr. Beecher is entitled to more of the respon- 
sibility in this affair than I have ascribed to him. I 
should not have thought so, had it not been for the fol- 
lowing circumstance. It will be recollected that in 
1853 a successful effort was made by the Congregational 
churches in New England and elsewhere, to raise, by 
contributions, fifty thousand dollars to aid Christians at 
the West in the erection of church edifices. My church, 
though feeble, determined to show their sympathy with 
the object, by casting their mite into the treasury in be- 
half of that enterprise. They accordingly contributed 
twelve dollars, which I took to Deacon Julius A. 
Palmer, who was appointed to receive the sums con- 
tributed in Massachusetts, and he credited the amount 
in his book as coming from the Payson Church by their 
pastor. When the " Congregational Year-Book " was 
published in 1854, containing an account of the con- 
tributions in Boston appended to the names of the re- 
spective churches, I found at the bottom of the list this 
record, — " South, % 12." On inquiry of Deacon Palmer, 
I learned that Dr. Beecher was chairman of the com- 
mittee, and that the deacon had passed into his hands a 
correct list of the names of the churches which had con- 
tributed. I then wrote to the secretary at New York, 
and requested him to explain the matter. He replied 
that the list was published as he received it. Now if 
Dr. Beecher could descend to so mean an act for the 
sake of concealing from the Christian public a knowledge 
of the fact that any such church as the Payson Church 
existed in Boston, I cannot but think that he also seeks 
opportunities to injure me, by withholding all acknowl- 
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edgment of me oi my church, except when he 15 invited 
to become a member of an ex parte council to sU in judg- 
ment on our affairs I 

I offer no apology for the publication of this book. 
The reader will expect none, — he will require none. 
Unless I greatly mistake, the book itself, in almost every 
page of it, carries its own apology along with it. I 
have a strong conviction, — I almost know that every 
intelligent, unprejudiced, right-hearted man in the com- 
munity will say that I have done right in this matter, 
and that not to have spoken under such long continued 
and unprovoked persecution and oppression, would have 
shown a want of self-respect unbecoming my character 
and profession, — yea, unbecoming any one who claims 
to be a freeman. 

Look at the embarrassing circumstances in which I 
have been placed under the ban of a clerical association, 
omnipotent for evil, but wholly irresponsible, led on by 
Dr. Adams, who, as I have been repeatedly assured, was 
always ready to affirm, if I published any thing or made 
any verbal statement in my own defence which appeared 
rational and truthful, — " That is one of Fairchild's lies." 
And that declaration coming from such a soiurce was, 
to many minds, "confirmation strong as Holy Writ." 
They thought it needless to make any further inquiry ; 
for I must be a great villain, and no mistake, or so good 
a man as they deem Dr. Adams to be, would not say so. 
The time was when I should probably have reasoned in 
the same manner. When he preached my installation 
sermon at Exeter in 1843, if any one had then told me 
that he was even capable of doing the things which he 
has since actually done, as they have been truthfully 
narrated in this volume, and predicted that I should 
live to see the day when it would all be acted out, I 
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should have been ready to pronounce it an utter impos- 
fiibility. And when I discovered what he was and what 
he had done, I was as much confounded as were the 
whole community, at the discovery of the Schuyler in- 
iquity, or any of those stupendous frauds developed 
about the same time. The exclamation came unbidden 
to my lips, " Lord, what is man ? '* His influence over 
others arises in part from his peculiar manner and tones 
of voice in making his statements. I am told that he 
usually expresses the kindest feelings towards me, — 
gives assurance that he is not my enemy, and wishes 
me no harm, and that it is very painful to him to 
take such a decided stand against me. At the same 
time he asserts, with all seeming honesty, that he acts 
on principle, — that he is conscience-bound, and has no 
object in view but the glory of God, the purity of the 
ministry, and the safety of the church. Thus by his 
blandishment and apparent truthfulness and sincerity, 
he has succeeded in deceiving many good clergymen 
and laymen, and in convincing them that I am truly 
what he called me ten years ago, — " hell incarnate." 
In this way he has caused many persons to feel and act 
very much as did the late Hon. William Jackson, of 
Newton, an extract from whose letter I have given on 
page 373. He told me that he had so much confidence 
in Dr. Adams and those pastors who acted with him, 
that he thought it useless for him to examine particu- 
larly into the matter. He concluded that they must be 
right. But when he came to investigate the subject for 
himself, he soon arrived at the result mentioned in the 
letter referred to, and which I wish the reader would be 
kind enough to reperusc. 

In a conversation with a particular friend of Dr. 
Adams during the month of February, 1854, I stated 
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several reasons why my case ought to be viewed in a 
different light by Dr. Adams and those who sympathize 
with him. I spoke of the number and respectability of 
the persons who had given me their names and subscrip- 
tions to aid me in the erection of my church. His reply 
was, " They say that gentlemen subscribe to get rid of 
you." Now this is a statement which they who made 
it, did not themselves believe. The very statement pro- 
claims its falsity. When I spoke of my honorable ac- 
quittal by the jury, he replied, " Dr. Adams says that 
one of the most intelligent of the jurymen (naming 
him) reports that your case was a doubtful one, and 
that you narrowly escaped conviction." Now I have 
been assured by three of our most respectable citizens, 
who were not able to attend the trial, but who had 
great confidence in the judgment of that juryman, being 
in the same business and neighborhood with him, that 
when the trial was over they asked him his opinion of 
my case ; and he assured them that he felt as a citizen 
what he had expressed as a juri/man, — that I was not 
guilty. With this assurance they were entirely satis- 
fied, and remain so still, two of them having subscribed 
to aid me in my church enterprise. I then referred this 
firiend of Dr. Adams to the opinion of Governor Wash- 
burn, who sat as judge in the case. He replied, " They 
say that Judge Washburn says you escaped by the skin 
of your teeth." I went directly to the council-chamber 
at the State House where the governor then was, — had 
a private interview with him, — told him what I had 
just heard, and asked him whether it was so. He re- 
plied, "I give you authority to say to anybody and 
everybody, that if I had been on that jury, the evidence 
was such as would have compelled me to give the ver- 
dict in your favor." Dr. Woods told me that the judge 
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said to him soon after my acquittal, that it was a 
righteous verdict 

And even at this day, 1 am credibly informed, that 
l>r. Adams still asserts privately to individuals, both 
clergymen and laymen, that the charges preferred 
against me he believes to be true, and is still using his 
influence to make me an object of suspicion and dis- 
trust among religious people both in Boston and out of 
it. And when good people learn how determined he is 
to make me infamous, they conclude that there must be 
some foundation for it in truth, and they are apt to re- 
peat that very common saying, — "where there is so 
much smoke, there must be some fire." There has in- 
deed been a tremendous smoke, nearly ending in suffo- 
cation ; but where can the reader find the fire, if not in 
an unbridled, slanderous tongue, and a vindictive, malig- 
nant heart ? 

I do not publish these " remarkable incidents " to the 
world for the purpose of injuring any of my brethren in 
the ministry. There is not one of them, — no, not even 
Dr. Adams himself, to whom I would not most readily 
extend forgiveness for all the wrongs he has done me, 
if he would only make that reparation which is required 
of him by that very gospel, obedience to which he incul- 
cates so frequently and earnestly upon his people. But 
not one of them has ever yet given the least intimation, 
by word or deed, that he felt any regret for his unchris- 
tian and cruel treatment of me, just as though he 
deemed it undignified and degrading for a clergjrman to 
confess his sins. 

What then could I do but prepare a truthful narra- 
tive for the perusal of those who come after me, that 
they may see the real merits of a case which has excited 
BO much interest, and learn the danger of acting hastily 
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in SO grave a matter, — condemning a man on defective 
testimony, and obstinately persisting in a course of 
wrong doing, in spite of truth, and conscience, and the 
Word of Grod. I wish to leave a record behind of what 
has been done in this affair, as permanent as that of the 
Suffolk South Association. Neither do I wish my 
friends to be under the necessity of entering into an ar- 
gument for my defence with every stranger who may 
question them. I would save them the trouble by re- 
cording in a book the facts in the case, where every in- 
quirer will find the truth, and be enabled to come to a 
correct decision. And I would here say to all my fel- 
low-citizens, of every sect in religion and party in poli- 
tics, who may wish to know what I have done and 
what has been done to me, that in preparing this book, 
I am not aware of any concealment, or exaggeration, 
or false coloring in any form or degree to deceive the 
reader, or to make a wrong impression on his mind to 
my own advantage, or to the disadvantage of any per- 
son involved in the disclosures which I have made. 
And should any one think that I have not stated his 
case fairly, or that I have wronged hira by saying that 
which is not true, let hira inform me wherein, and give 
me the proof, and I will most cheerfully, and with aP 
due haste, make the required correction. But I presume 
that no reader's mind is so obtuse as not to perceive 
that the evidence of the truth of my statements is fur- 
nished as I go along. 

To my younger brethren in the ministry and to those 
who may hereafter enter it, and to Congregational cler- 
gymen generally, I would suggest that they may find in 
this volume some important information on the ecclesi- 
astical polity of Massachusetts, and on the nature of 
New England Congregationalism. Had I been as well 
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informed on these points twelve years ago as I am now, 
it would have been of invaluable service to me ; and 
had my ministerial brethren, whose doings are described 
in this book, been better acquainted with these matters 
than it seems they were, they would probably never 
have placed themselves in their present unenviable po- 
sition. So much light has been shed on these topics as 
will, I hope, reward clergymen for their labor in exam- 
ining what I here recommend to their particular atten- 
tion. 

I have one word to say with regard to pulpit ex- 
changes. My general rule is to make no proposal for 
an exchange, unless I have reason to believe that it will 
be mutually agreeable. True, I have in a few instances, 
at the urgent request of some of the leading and most 
influential members of a pastor's church and parish, so- 
licited an exchange. But hereafter such invitations 
must come from the other party. Then no embarrass- 
ment will be felt, and no pain given. 

Perhaps I cannot close more appropriately than by 
quoting the following lines from Joanna BaiUie. 

Think'st thou there are no serpents in the world 
But those that sUde along the grassy soil, 
And sting the luckless foot that presses them ? 
There are who, in the path of social life, 
Do bask their spotted skins in fortune's smile, 
And sting the souL 
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The following paragraphs in mj circular addressed to the 
Association in May, 1849, were accidentally omitted. They 
should be read in immediate connection with the paragraph at 
the bottom of page 176. 

'^ As a minister of the gospel, as a Christian, as a man even, I 
had a right to appeal to the laws of my country for protection. 
I submitted my case to the closest legal scrutiny. My examina- 
tion was full and impartial. My acquittal was unanimous and 
complete. What more could I have done. 

" I have waited patiently for popular prejudices to cool, and 
the tongue and the pen of slander to become silent I have 
done this, though perfectly aware all the while, that a very 
numerous and respectable portion of my ministerial brethren 
believed me innocent, and were treating me accordingly ; forty- 
six of whom having signed a paper certifying to my regular 
standing in the Christian ministry. I now think that I have 
waited long enough. 

^ It has been my hope, brethren, that you would do me jus- 
tice, unsolicited by me, and wipe off the stain which was so un- 
justly put upon my name, on your records, and, perhaps, upon 
my character, in your hearts ; and that you would extend to me 
the hand of courtesy and the comforts of Christian sympathy. 
But as you have not done this of your own accord, I now ask, 
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as mj just right, that the said vote be rescinded ; and for the 
reason that the causes of my separation from the Association, 
as set forth in your records of January 7, 1845, are false and 
libellous. And I further ask, that you will notify me officially 
that the vote has been thus rescinded ; for as it now stands, I 
am told, by a competent judge of the law, that it is a perpetual 
libel, reaffirmed by the admission of every new member into 
your body, and especially will this libel be renewed by a Tote 
not to rescind it. 

^ I shall not cease to claim this as a right, due from man to 
man, — from Christian to Christian, — from minister to minister. 
I claim it in the name of Him whose servants we are, and in 
whose mercy we hope. I claim its rescission, as having no more 
legal or moral right to remain on your records, than would a sim- 
ilar vote respecting any member of the Association. I claim it on 
the ground of that universally received maxim, both of law and 
gospel, that every man is to be presumed innocent until guilt 
is proved. As just men, and as Christians, I confide in you that 
you will do what is so plainly reasonable and proper, and what 
every one of you would insist on having done were my case 
your own. I am not now asking of you 9k favor j but a HghL 
Not one of you could be persuaded to publish over his own sig- 
nature, that the charges in that vote are true. I beg you, then, 
not to do collectively what you would not do individually^ Do 
not, I pray you, suspend, in my case, the action of our Master's 
golden rule." 
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B. 

The following is a list of the names of those individuals who 
have kindly contributed five dollars or upwards to aid me in the 
erection of a church edifice. The name of no subscriber is in- 
serted except written bj himself or by his authority. Many 
have expressed their kind feelings by giving me smaller sums, 
but who refused to subscribe. 



Cyrufl Alger, 
Isaac Adams, 
Alvin Adams, 
Seth Adams, 
William D. Adams, 
Simeon P. Adams, 
James B. Aiken, 
William C. Abbot, 
William Adams, 
John S. Adams, 
William T. Andrews, 
Andrew Atkinson, 
B. S. AUen, 
Nathan Allen, 
Charles Amory, 
James S. Amory, 
William Amory, 
Nathan Appleton, 
Samuel Appleton, 
William Appleton, 
Samuel A. Appleton, 
Joseph Andrews, 
J. L. C. Amee, 
Daniel Ayer, 
Stephen G. Allen, 
John Armstrong, 



Holmes Ammidown, 
Samuel Aspinwall, 
Lewis Allen, 
Seth Adams, jr., 
W. M. Andrews, 
James Ayer, 
R S. S. Andros, 
Thomas 6. Appleton* 

B. 

Charles C. Barry, 
Charles Barnard, 
David Barnard, 
William C. Barstow, 
Homer Bartlett, 
C. L. Bartlett, 
Elizur Baldwin, 
Tliomas Bagnall, 
Daniel C. Baker, 
Edmund Baylies, 
John M. Barnard, 
Thomas H. Bazin« 
Charies F. Battles, 
John W. Barrett, 
Henry Barrett, 
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Frank Battel, 
Gorham Brooks, 
A. S. Brooks, 
Levi Brigham, 
Nabum Brigham, 
John Brigham, 
William P. Brigham, 
J. L. Baker, 
Joseph Brownell, 
Nathaniel Bryant, 
Walter Bryant, 
Nathaniel H. Bryant, 
£. H. Brainard, 
Benjamin Burgess, 
Josiah Bradlee, 
John H. Bowker, 
Isaac O. Barnes, 
Samuel Barrett, 
Richard Bond, 
Timothy D. Bond, 
Joseph C. Bond, 
Nathaniel J. Bowditch, 
Jonathan J. Bowditch, 
Edward Blake, 

D. A. Bokee, 
Laban S. Beecber, 
Joseph J. Bigelow, 
John Bertram, 

E. Baker, 
Charles S. Burgess, 
John T. Bumham, 
William Burke, 
Richard Borden, 
Joseph L. Bennett, 
George B. Blake, 
George W. Bond, 
Williiun Blake, 



Daniel G. Bradford, 
William G. Billings, 
Joseph M. Bell, 
L. V. Bell, 
C. F. Bagley, 
J. A. Blanchard, 
Charles Brewer, 
William Burrage, 
William A. Burke, 
James Boyd, 
Vernon Brown, 
Benjamin Blaney, 
George Bliss, 
Ebenezer Burgess, 
Horace S. Bradley, 
J. Bourne, 

Martin S. Brockwaj, 
John A. Buttrick, 
Lewis Bullard, 
Joseph Brownell, 
J. Q. A. Bean, 
P. B. Brigham, 
John Brown, 
Enos Briggs, 
James B. Blake, 
Anson Burlingame, 
L. F. Brigham, 
Levi Bartlett, 
Daniel D. Broadhead, 
Artemas Briggs, 
Albert A, Bent, 
Franklin Brickett, 
Andrews Breed, 
Thomas Blanchard, 
David Babson, 
Edward Babson, 
James Blood, 



APPENDIX. 



437 



Miss Julia Bullock, 
Preston Bennett, 
Thomas Burgess, 
John Carter Brown, 
T. M. BaU. 



B. R. Curtis, 
John H. Clifford, 
Thomas B. Curtis, 
Joseph W. Clark, 
Thomas Caines, 
Ebenezer Chadwick, 
Andrew Carney, 
Lemuel Cushing, 
Caleb Cushing, 
George W. Collamore, 
Calvin W. Clark, 
Frederick Crafts, 
Thomas Cordis, 
Moses Clark, 
Abner Curtis, 
Thomas W. Cowdin, 
George Callender, 
William Can*, 

Jonas Chickering, 
Morrell Cole, 
George Choate, 
William Crosby, 
S. Q. Cochran, 
Joel Canfield, 

C. G. Coffin, 
Otis Clapp, 
Horatio N. Crane, 
George W. Chipman, 
Andrew L. Chamberlain, 



Elihu Cutler, 
George Cobb, 
B. Cushing, 
Joseph S. Cabot, 
J. V. Cole, 
H. Colbum, 
Otis Churchill, 
William M. Cornell, 
Winthrop W. Chenery, 
OHver E. Clark, 
Joseph Cotton, 
William E. Coffin, 
William Crook, 
Daniel W. Child, 
Charles Copeland, 
Daniel F. ChUd, 
L. B. Church, 
H. W. Church, 
John W. Crafts, 
A. Clark, 

Charles P. Chamberlin, 
Samuel L. Crocker, 
William B. Crocker, 
James H. Carlton, 
Samuel Chase, 
Beniah Colbum, 
John N. Cushing, 
Josiah Caldwell, 
S. Clapp, 
William J. Cross, 
Henry Crafts, 
John Cowdin, 
Robert Cowdin, 
William Cushing, 
Frederic Cunningham, 
Joseph Coolidge. 
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Charlea W. Dabney, 
John J. Dixwelli 
Daniel Dennj, 
John L. DImmocky 
Peter R. Dalton, 
Tisdale Drake, 
William Davis, 
Samuel Dana, 
William Dale, 
Edward Dexter, 
John Dutton, 
James Davis, 
William Dehon, 
John Dupee, 
Nathan Durfee, 
J. Amory Davis, 
E. H. Derby, 
James Davis, jr., 
Samuel C. Demerest, 
G. M. Dexter, 
William Dwight, 
Elbridge G. Dudley, 
Waiiam T. Davis, 
Oliver Dickson, 
Luther Dana, 
J. Dean, 
C. K Dillaway, 
Joseph Drew, 
E. S. Dilloway, 
John De'Huff, 
Peter Dunbar, 
W. R. Davenport, 
Daniel Deshon, 
J. M. Doe, 
John Demerit^ 



S. C. Delano, 
Ebenezer Dyer, 
Charles Dupee, 
Allen W. Dodge, 
R. S. Daniels, 
Moses Davenporti 
Thomas Davis, 
Perry Davis, 
Timothy Davis. 

E. 

Edward Everett, 
Joseph Eveleth, 
Oliver Eldridge, 
Isaac Emery, 
Abner Ellis, 
Thomas Emerson, 
Jonathan Ellis, 
Nathaniel H. EmmooSy 
Matthew Ellis, 
Timothy Eaton, 
J. H. Eastbum, 
Jabez Ellis, 
Charles Emerson, 
John L. Emmons, 
Ephraim Emmerton, 
Ezra Eames. 



William H. FosteT, 
John Foster, 
Oliver Frost, 
Daniel Farrar, 
A. EL Fiske, 
Luther Felton, 
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H. M. Fuller, 
Richard Frothingham, 
Charles Forster, 
Stephen P. Fuller, 
William Fiske, 
Joseph £. Fisk, 
G. L. Fall, 
Henry A. Fuller, 
Milo Furbush, 
John A. French, 
Hersey Freeman, 
Milton Fuller, 
Thomas P. Foster, 
Benjamin F. Field, 
F, L. Fish, 
Alexander Fullerton, 
Jesse Fogg, 
Moses H. Freeman, 
J. D. Famsworth, 
Samuel Farrar, 
S. Fifield, 
Jonas Fitch, 
C. C. Felton. 

G. 

Moses Grant, 
John Gove, 
Charles G. Greene, 
Henry Grew, 
Samuel Guild, 
James Guild, 
Frederick Guild, 
Aaron Guild, 
James W. Gates, 
William Gutterson, 
Milton Gale, 



Thomas Groom, 
E. M. Gardner, 
Mrs. £. G. Grardner, 
William T. GUdden, 

D. N. Greene, 
Alexander Gibbs, 
W. L. B. Gibbs, 
Lemuel Gilbert, 
Joseph Grinnell, 
Thomas Greenleaf, 
John Green, 

Mrs. Susan Guild, 
J. Garland, 
S. P. Gilbert, 
Pati*ick Grant, 
B. D. Greene, 
B. A. Gould. 

H. 

Elisha Huntington, 
John T. Heard, 
Samuel Henshaw, 

E. Harrington, 
George Howland, 
Henry N. Hooper, 
William H. Hooper, 
Leopold Herman, 
Noah Harrod, 

D. D. Hart, 
Amos Howard, 
William IL Howard, 
Charles D. Head, 
WUliam T. Hart, 
William H. Hill, 
William Hammond, 
James Henley, 
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Isaac Harris, 
Holmes Hincklej, 
Thomas Hathawaj, 
Samuel Hall, 
Dudley Hall, 
Lewis Hall, 
Peter C. Hall, 
F. A. Hall, 
Samuel W. Hall, 
Willis Howes, 
Samuel^Hill, 
F. Houghton, 
Thomas Howe, 
James L. Hodge, 
S. C. Hewitt, 
George Hjde, 
Joseph Hodges, 
A. D. Hodges, 
John P. Healj, 
Moses Hadley, 
George Hews, 
John L. Hunnewell, 
David Hamblen, 
Freeman Hunt, 
William Headwin, 
Enoch Hunt, 
Charles E. Hall, 
George Hitchings, 
John Hodges, 
Edward H. Howland, 
P. Hubbell, 
H. Howard, 
Charles J. Hendee, 

A. Hollingsworth, 
William P. Houston, 

B. K Hough, 

B. K. Hough, jr.. 



B.B.Hall, 
Oliver Holman, 
Henry Hill, 
William W. Hoppin, 
Thomas F. Hoppin, 
Charles Holden, 
D. M. Hale, 
Samuel Hooper, 
Henry K. Horton, 
B. M. Hodges. 



Moses B. Ives, 
Robert H. Ives. 

J. 

P. T. Jackson, 
George B. Jones, 
Z. Jellison, 
Eliphalet Jones, 
Chester Judson, 
Henry B. Janes, 
C. B. Johnson, 
Edward C. Jones, 
Josiah M. Jones, 
Henry Jenkins, 
William Johnston, 
R. M. Joy, 
Joseph S. Jones, 
Benjamin Judkins, 
John Jewett, 
Elisha Jacobs, 
George W. Jackman, 
Moses B. Jenkins, 
George Johnson, 
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John P. Jewett, 
Edward J. Jones, 
Allen M. Jones. 

K 

Moses Kimbally 
John Eittell, 
Abel Kendall, 
Sewall Kendall, 
Timothy Kendall, 
Mrs. Mary F. Kendall, 
John R. Kimball, 
George Kingman, 
Abner Kittredge, 
Lewis Kenney, 
W. W. Keith, 
Samuel Kidder, 
John B. Kittell, 
D. D. Kelley, 
S. B. King, 
D. P. King, 
John A. Knowles, 
Robert Kemp, 
Aaron Kimball, 
J. B. KimbaU, 
George II. Kuhn, 
George W. Keene, 
Ezra T. Kidder, 
G. W. Kelley, 
Amos King, 
Henry Kingman. 

L. 

Thomas Lamb, 
S. K. Lothrop, 



Abbott Lawrence, 
Levi Lincoln, 
Israel Lombard, 
Otis P. Lord, 
Thomas J. Lobdell, 
G. H. Lodge, 
John E. Lodge, 
Albert W. Ladd, 
Moses B. Lakemao, 
Thomas Lee, 
Henry Lee, 
William K. Lewis, 
C. F. Lougee, 
Josiah G. Lovell, 
Miss Abigail M. Loring^ 
Harrison Loring, 
William Lee, 
Gilman S. Low, 
Samuel Leeds, 
Joseph Leeds, 
Benjamin Leeds, 
Edward Lawrence, 
Reuben Lovejoy, 
Robert L. Lane, 
Samuel W. Lane, 
Ambrose Lovis, 
Gad Leavitt, 
William Livingston, 
Warren Ludwig^ 
William Lowry, 
Thomas Liversidge, 
Noah Lincoki, 
Ariel Low, 
John M. Loud, 
N. J. Lord, 
Samuel S. Lewis, 
Joseph Lynde, 
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Isaac Livermore, 
George Lee, 
Micajah Lunt, 
Noah Litchfield, 
Henry W. Longfellow. 

M. 

Sidney B. Morse, 
Charles H. Mills, 
SewaU G. Mack, 
Donald McKay, 
H. Meredith, 
Levi B. Merriam, 
Frederick P. Moseley, 
Nathaniel G. Manson, 
John Mansfield, 
William B. May, 
Charles Merriam, 
Charles W. Morgan, 
B. D. Moody, 
Lewis F. Merrill, 
John B. Meads, 
Joseph Manning, 
Robert Marsh, 
H. Melius, 
Peter Mackic, 
Perry G. Macomber, 
J. K. Miles, 
S. F. Morse, 
G. Miller, 

Stephen W. Marston, 
Samuel Merry, 
Francis Milliken, 
Earl P. IVIason, 
William H. Manning, 



T. Mandeli, 
Lovett Morse, 
Charles McLitire. 

N. 

Samuel Nicolson, 
Frederick Nickerson, 
Joseph Nickerson, 
Jonathan Nickerson, 
Sereno D. Nickerson, 
James M. Newell, 
Lyman Nichols, 
Joseph Noble, 
John Nesmith, 
Thomas Nesmith, 
Henry Newman, 

D. B. Newhall, 
Albert H. Nelson, 
Samuel Neal, 

N. C. Nash, 
N. D. Northend, 
Otis Norcross, 
Asa R. Nye, 
Henry Newhall, 
James K. Nichols. 

O. 

Marcus Ormsbee, 
H. D. Oliphant, 
Stephen Oliver, 
Misses 'Osgood, 

E. Oakes, 
J. Oakes, 
John P. Ober. 
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William C. Plunkett, 
John Fierpont, 
J. W. Paige, 
Lyman Perry, 
Moses Pond, 
M. D. PhUUps, 
James M. Parker, 
James Perkins, 
Thomas H. Perkins, 
H. O. Prescott, 
Joseph W. Plimpton, 
George A. Phillips, 
O. Pickering, 
William H. Prentice, 
Isaac Parker, 
Oliver Pelton, 
Henry Plympton, 
Joseph C. Pray, 
Jonathan Preston, 
Samuel S. Perkins, 
Seth Presbrey, 
Greorge W. Porter, 
George Peabody, 
William D. Pickman, 
Charles E. Paige, 
Henry L. Pierce, 
H. D. Parker, 
John Proctor, 
William Pope, 
J. D. Prince, 
W. G. E. Pope, 
Benjamin Parker, 
Greorge H. Peters, 
N. C. Poor, 
Ebenezer Parker, 



Sanford B. Perry, 
F. Peabody, 
William Pickman, 
Stephen H. Phillips, 
J.W.Peele, 
Thomas H. Prime, 
Joseph Pratt, 
Rufus A. Putnam, 
Daniel Putnam, 
Enoch Patterson, 
Samuel H. L. Pieroe, 
Henry Poor, 
Eben S. Poor, 
Moses Putnam, 
Thomdike Proctor, 
A. P. PhiUips, 
Mrs. Mary Pitcher, 
Ellis B. Pitcher, 
John Pew, 
Jacob Pierce, 
Mrs. William Pratt, 
Charles H. Parker, 
Joel Parker. 

B. 

Benjamin T. Reed, 
Sampson Reed, 
Caleb Reed, 
Samuel G. Reed, 
James Read, 
Thomas Richardson, 
Thomas Richardson, 
Thomas Richardson, 
Jeffrey Richardson, 
T. P. Richardson, 
William Richardson, 
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George Richardson, 
John Rayner, 
William J. Rotch, 
J. P. Robinson, 
S. Robinson, 
Edward A. Raymond, 

F. F. Raymond, 
Curtis B. Raymond, 
William R. Rodman, 
Trueworthy Rowell, 
Thomas Restieaux, 
Richard Rogers, 
George Rankin, 
Henry Rich, 

Otis Rich, 
J^Ianly A. Rowell, 
Lewis Rice, 
Henry A. Rice, 
£dward C. Rice, 

G. W. Rice, 

Robert H. Remington, 
W. D. Richards, 
Shepard Robbins, 
John Ritchie, 
Stephen B. Robbins, 
John G. Roberts, 
D. B. Rising, 
Reuben Richards, 
N. Russell, 
A. L. Russell, 
Daniel Richardson, 
C. Robinson, 
J. D. Richards, 
T. R. Raymond. 



Benjamin Seayer, 
J. V. C. Smith, 
David Soars, 
Robert G. Shaw, 
James Savage, 
Samuel W. Swett, 
George Stevens, 
Samuel Sanford, 
Philo Sanford, 
Samuel R. Spinney, 
Stephen S. Seavy, 
Jacob Sleeper, 
W. H. Spooner, 
Charles Sampson, 
M. H. Simpson, 
Jacob Stanwood, 
Z. Southard, 
Frederick H. Stimpson, 
George W. Simmons, 
John Souther, 
Noah Sturtevant, 
John Spence, 
Thomas C. Stoddard, 
Lucian Skinner, 
D. Swan, 
William D. Swan, 
Alexander H. Seaburj, 
Joseph Stone, 
Joseph W. Stone, 
James M. Shute, 
John B. Silsbee, 
B. H. Silsbee, 
William Silver, 
Edward Smith, 
Elisha Smith, 
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Nathan H. Streeter, 
Samuel Shaw, 
Paran Stevens, 
Thomas Saveiy, 
Matthew Starbuck, 
William Starbuck, 
George Starbuck, 
£. A. Swift, 
William H. Spear, 
Stephen Smith, 
James R. Sproat, 
Joshua Seward, 
George L. Steams, 
Royal Southwick, 
William H. Sanford, 
Charles B. Shaw, 
T. A. Simmons, 
Richard Smith, 
John Smith, 
Nathaniel Stevens, 
A. D. Smith, 

D. Y. Smith, 
Mrs. H. N. Slater, 
Isaac F. Smith, 

J. W. Sanford, 
L. M. Standish, 
G. H. Shaw, 
Jared Sparks. 

T. 

Adam W. Thaxtcr, 
Newell A. Thompson, 
Abijah Thompson, 
John S. Tyler, 

E. P. Tileston, 
John P. Tarbell, 
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Samuel T. Tisdale, 
Otis Tufts, 
William. S. Thacher, 
Horace B. Taylor, 
George Thompson, 
Daniel Tracy, 
John W. Trull, 
Ezra Trull, 
James D. Thompson, 
John Tyler, 
James Tucker, 
Amos P. Tapley, 
David Taylor, 
J. B. Tobey, 
Charles R. Tucker, 
Henry Tabor, 
CahillTolman, 
Lyman Tucker, 
Stephen Tilton, 
Walter H. Tilden, 
Edwin Tilden, 
J. C. Treadwell, 
Augustus Tyler, 
Joshua Tucker, 
David Thain, 
Seth Thaxter, 
Joseph Twitchell, 
George W. Torrey, 
John Templeton, 
J. S. Thornton, 
William M. Thayer. 

U. 

George B. Upton, 
James Upton, 
George Upton. 
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V. 

Josiah Yoee, 
E. A-Yose, 
James Vila, 
Hammond W. Y'malf 
T. J. Vinton, 
Nathan Yiles, 
William Yarnom, 
William YialL 

W. 

Robert C. Winthrop, 
Charles H. Warren, 
Charles Levi Woodbury, 
Fletcher Webster, 
Samuel D. Ward, 
Joseph Whitney, 
Thomas 6. Wales, 
Thomas B. Wales, jr., 
E. P. Walton, 
E. P. Whitman, 
Seth Wihnarth, 
Ebenezer Weeman, 
Increase S. Withington, 
Luther Wright, 
J. B. Winn, 
H. WiUis, 
Isaac D. White, 
H. B. Wetherell, 
James F. Whitmore, 
Francis A. WiUard, 
Samuel Waldron, 
Sidney Williams, 
Charles O. Whitmore, 
William Whiting, 



R. S. Wade, 
W. F. Weld, 
William Washbon^ 
William Wyman, 
Moses Warren, 
J. S. Wetherbee, 
D. White, 
Ichabod Washburn, 
Benjamin F, WilliiiDUy 
Abiather R Williams, 
Martin L. Whitcher, 
Hapgood Wright, 
Charles Woodbury, 
John Wright, 
J. C. Whitehouse, 
Edward D. White, 
J. Wooldridge, 
Daniel Wilbur, 
H. Wheatland, 
Charles T. Woodman, 
James S. Wiggin, 
James J. Whitney, 
Mrs. Lydia L. Walker, 
Charles Wills, 
Alfred Wright, 
B. F. White, 
Francis White, 
S. Whitwell, 
J. a Wolcott, 
James Walker. 

Y. 

J. H. York, 
J. S. Young, 
George Young, 
R M. Yale, 
Burrage Yale. 
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The following names were omitted in the first edition : — 



Joseph Andrews, 
William a Bond, 
Horatio A. Bliss, 
Stephen H. Cutter, 
Nathaniel Cooledge, 
Jo^iah Curtis, 
Seth K. Crowell, 
A. W. Crowninshield, 
Martin L. Hall, 
l£r8.a£. Norton, 



H. Parker, 
Increase Robinson, 
Joseph Smith, 
Benjamin Shurtleff, 
James Tirrell, 
G. Twichell, 
Mrs. Waterhonse, 
Samuel S. Whitnej, 
Franklin B. White. 



448 APPENDIX 

The success which has hitherto attended my application for 
aid in this enterprise, has been very gratifying to my feelings. 
It was not to be expected that all whose contributions I might 
solicit, would respond to my call. But those who could not 
conveniently contribute, have, with very few exceptions, had a 
kind and encouraging word for me, expressive of their sympa- 
thy and good-will. I have reason to believe that hundreds of 
these subscribers gave me their names because they wished 
thereby to bear their testimony against persecution. Indeed, 
some of them put down their names for this very purpose, and 
it was so avowed by them at the time, and who would not have 
subscribed under other circumstances. Not that all these sub- 
scribers meant to indorse my character ; for not all of them had 
examined into the merits of my case with sufficient care to jus- 
tify such an act. But many of them had examined it critically. 
This is especially true of Judge Curtis, and Judge Warren, and 
Governor Clifford, who doubtless meant by their names and 
subscriptions, to express their confidence in me as a clergyman 
worthy to be sustained by the Christian community. 

When I opened my subscription book, it was quite problem- 
atical whether I should succeed, and I so stated the case to gen- 
tlemen at the time. And therefore I requested them to sub- 
scribe and pay only on condition of my being successful. But 
several of them paid their subscription at the time, and told me 
not to return it, if I did not succeed, but devote it to my own 
use ; at the same time intimating that if I was likely to be suc- 
cessful they would add to their subscription if necessary. I 
have obtained and paid for a very eligible site, — the building 
is begun, — the steps were laid and the first floor put on last 
fall ; and I have raised money sufficient to meet all the expenses 
so far, up to the first of April. From last November till 
April, I made scarcely a single effort to add to my list of sub- 
scribers in consequence of the stagnation of business and the 
scarcity of money. As building materials and labor are much 
more expensive than when I began the undertaking, it will cost 
a good deal more than was then anticipated. If any individ- 
uals who may read my book, are satisfied that I am deserving 
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of their sympathy and assistance, I can assure them that any 
sum, however small, will be thankfully received. There are 
many ladies of wealth and generosity, both married and un* 
married, who are always ready to contribute in aid of every 
worthy object ; and should any of them feel inclined to put my 
enterprise on their list of deserving objects and remember me 
in the distribution of their charities, they will confer a favor for 
which I shall be truly grateful. I shall continue to make per- 
sonal application ; but there may be those who are disposed to 
contribute, to whom I cannot gain access. If such will send 
their donation by mail or otherwise, I will forthwith acknowl- 
edge its receipt Or if any should desire a personal interview 
with me, please appoint the time and the place, and I should be 
happy to calL I shall devote all the profits of my book to this 
one object ; and possibly this consideration may be an induce- 
ment to some to purchase it, and to aid in its circulation. 
It would afford me much pleasure to present a copy to 
each of my subscribers ; but poverty forbids, — poverty brought 
upon me, as every reader will see, by my laudable efforts 
to obtain my individual rights, and in defence of that 
priceless jewel, — a good name, I do not ask the public 
to make up my losses. True, all my earthly substance has 
been unjustly taken from me. Well, let it go. All I want 
of this world is the means of completing my church, where 
I may have an opportunity to preach the precious gospel to 
those of my fellow-citizens and fellow-sinners, who may wish 
to hear me during the few years at farthest that I can expect to 
be spared for sucl^a pleasing and useful service. And as many 
subscribers have asked me how / am to be benefited, I will 
state the conditions on which I have undertaken to erect that 
edifice. So long as I am able to preach in it, I am to receive 
all the income from the house unless it should exceed twelve 
hundred dollars ; the excess, should there be any, will be ap- 
propriated to pay the current expenses of the society. If I 
cease to serve the people as their pastor through incapacity or 
old age, I am to have a legal claim on the house as security for 
the payment to me quarterly of a certain percentage on the 
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value of the property which my friends have enabled me to in- 
vest therein, during my life, and one half the same amount to 
my widow, should I leave one, during her life. And at our de- 
cease it becomes the property of my parish in fee-simple. This 
is all the provision for my worldly comfort which I need. 

I should be pleased, if I were able, to send a copy of my 
book to all the clergymen m the Commonwealth. Perhaps 
there may be some one layman in most of our parishes who 
will purchase it ; if so, may I not request him, for my sake, to 
loan it to his pastor ? 

If I can complete the house outside and finish the vestry, so 
that we can meet there for worship before winter, I shall be 
satisfied. The upper part can be finished as we are able to ob- 
tain the means. I have subscriptions to the amount of over 
seven thousand dollars, most of which has been paid. I think 
that nine or ten thousand dollars more will complete it without 
contracting any permanent debt. My parishioners will do all 
they can. I hope before the house is dedicated there will be 
no mortgage upon it, — that incubus which is so fatal to the 
prosperity of many of our churches. This evil I shall avoid if 
possible, w^hich I can do only as my friends who sympathize 
with me in my trialsy if not in my sentiments^ will furnish me 
with the requisite funds. To such I make my appeal. And 
for what you have already done, or may hereafter do, I can 
make no other return but the unfeigned thanks of a grateful 
heart. 
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Rbmaskablb Incidents in the Life 'of Rev. J. H. Faibchild, 
Pastor of Patson Chubch, South Boston. — We are indebted to 
the author for a copj of this volume, which in its short compass of four 
hundred and dfij pages, reveals more of personal persecution, malignant, 
envenomed warfare, and unyielding hate towards a minister of the gospel 
than any one would believe possible in New England in the nineteenth 
century. Whatever may have been Mr. Fairchild's original error, grave 
or light, real or imaginary, no one can read the story of his wrongs and 
not say that the malice, enmity, and persecutions with which he has been 
beset by his ecclesiastical brethren, have been more than can be justified 
under any pretence short of downright insanity. Uow men can preach 
from their pulpits the doctrines taught by our Saviour in his Sermon on 
the Mount, and so belie its precepts by their actions, passes our under- 
standing. We almost regret the publication of a book that exposes so 
fearful a revelation of ecclesiastical depravity and unchristian conduct, for 
we do not wish to think so badly of our fellow men as this volume com- 
pels us to do. — Tfte Atlas, 

This is a closely printed duodecimo volume of 450 pages. Some of the 
incidents which it narrates have been before the public for several years, 
— have been the subjects of newspaper commentary, and have, no doubt, 
enabled most of those who have read them to form a favorable opinion of 
the author, and to sympathize with him in his sufferings under a persecu- 
tion more malignant and cruel than could ever be inflicted, in this nation, 
by any other institution than an ecclesiastical council. The book is a 
connected and elaborate history of the troubles in which Mr. Fairchild has 
been involved for a number of years, — beginning with two or three mem- 
bers of his church at South Boston, and accumulating to a mass sufficient 
to crush almost any mortal man, under the management of two or three 
councils and the Suffolk South Association. 

The book will be interesting to a large number of readers as illnstrar 
tive of the despotism of self-constituted tribunals, and a record of the 
miseries which arrogant pharisaism can inflict on its victim. The foots 
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which are stated wo presume maj be received as authentic ; for most of 
them are sustained by official documents or other unquestionable papers. 
— Botion Courier, 

The history of Mr. Fairchild is a peculiar and painful one. He, of all 
men we have known within a few years past, can say in the bitterness of 
his affliction, " I was wounded in the house of my friends." 

The particulars of the arrest and trial of Mr. Fairchild, some years since, 
on a charge seriously involving his moral character, and utterly destruc- 
tive of his usefulness as a minister of the gospel, must be familiar to most 
readers. Mr. Fairchild had a fair and impartial trial. Eminent counsel 
were employed on both sides, and, after the most thorough investigation, 
he was acquitted. The public acquiesced in the decision of the tribunal. 
He had been weighed in the balance and was not found wanting. An 
honest court and jury had said so ; and notwithstanding the almost un- 
bearable load of prejudice which was arrayed against him, enough to crush 
a strong man to the earth, he calmly and patiently withstood it Surely 
nothing but conscious innocence and a trust in the living God could have 
sustained that man through those months of affliction. 

We have said that the public, notwithstanding their prejudices, acqui- 
esced in the decision of the court. They did more. Mr. Fairchild since 
that period, by a blameless life and conversation, has won a place in the 
esteem and regards of his fellow-citizens, which the adverse action of all 
the ecclesiastical councils that ever convened in New England, cannot 
shake. 

It is amazing that ministers of a gospel which teaches love and good- 
will to man should manifest such an implacable spirit as has been mani- 
fested in Mr. Fairchild's case. And we doubt not tliat the reader of the 
book under notice will share our astonishment at the meanness, the ter- 
giversation, the deception, the — the — yes, we will say it — the lying of 
some ministerial brethren in Mr. Fairchild's case. 

In the volume before us, Mr. F. has given a full history of the facts re- 
lating to this period of his life. All the proceedings in councils are here 
given with a fuitlifulncss and minuteness that leaves nothing to be desired. 
He seems to have kept nothing back. All the documentary evidence that 
exists is given here, and the reader has before him, in a volume of 450 
pages, a complete history of this unhappy affair. We say, then, according 
to this evidence it is some of his ministerial brethren, and not Mr. Fair- 
child, who are on trial. We commend the book to public attention as 
presenting a curious chapter in the history of some of our churches. •— 
Boston Herald, 

This is a volume of nearly 500 pages, and gives a complete and truthful 
account of the eventful life of the author — his persecutions and trials in 
high places and low — lus struggles, sufferings, and other matters of inter- 
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est It is dedicated " To all who loTe the exhihition of plain troth and 
the exposure of artful duplicity." We presume the public generally will 
desire to get the volume, for it concerns events and men which occupied 
a prominent place in the community. The famous doings of the Suffolk 
South Association are especially treated, and its iniquity exposed. It 
seems to us that Mr. Fairchild entirely refutes the base chaiges brought 
against him, and that in the minds of the community he must stand before 
them an innocent, as ho has been a most abused, man. — The Daily Bee, 

This is an autobiography of Rev. Mr. Fairchild, giving a detailed ac- 
count of his troubles. It is very minute, and those who are interested in 
the author will value the work. The whole history of the charges brought 
against him, with the action of the council, his trial, acquittal, etc., etc., 
are given, including letters from friends and foes. So far as we have 
examined it, it breathes a very good spirit The work will have a good 
sale, and must excite considerable attention in certain quarters, as Mr. F. 
has not hesitated to give names and dates. — Evening Telegraph, 

Strong in his consciousness of innocence, Mr. Fairchild challenged the 
most rigid investigation of his conduct, and was ready to stand or fall by 
the result of that investigation. He came out of the fiery furnace into 
which his enemies had cast him unscathed, and without the least evidence 
having been found that would injure him in the opinion of any fair-minded 
man. Yet the prejudice against him, in certain quarters, has not been 
abated. A singular proof of the queer workings of this rancorous spirit is 
afforded in chapter 31 of this volume. At a meeting of the Suffolk South 
Association, held on the 7th of March, 1855, it was resolved, "That all 
votes upon our records in iffegard to Mr. Joy H. Fairchild's character and 
exclusion from this body be, and the same hereby are, rescinded." So 
far, so good ; but the next resolve is as follows : " That in view of all the 
history of his case, in the opinion of this body, it is nevertheless inexpe- 
dient that his connection with this Association should be continued, and 
the same is hereby terminated." That is to say, the Association officially 
and solemnly declare that they believe Mr. Fairchild to be an innocent 
man, but that, " nevertheless," they will treat him as if his guilt of the 
infamous charges preferred against him had been established beyond all 
question ! Could any thing more absurd and illogical be imagined than 
this action of a respectable religious body ? Mr. Fairchild's reply to the 
Association is a model paper, being clear, convincing, and earnest, — pre- 
cisely the sort of rejoinder that an act so gross as that we have mentioned 
was calculated to call forth. 

No one can read the work without being convinced that the author has 
been most unfairly treated, while admiration is excited by the heroic man- 
ner in which he has contended against " a sea of troubles," until the facts 
of his innocence, and of the malignity of his enemies, are placed beyond 
an doubt -^ Boston Daily Timet. 
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As would DAturallj be expected, the rererend author enters into a fa& 
examination and exposure of the rarioos troubles and persecutions to 
which he has been subjected, and the whole is given with evident sinceritj 
and feeling. That he has been harshly dealt with, and that he has been 
followed bj rancorous enemies far beyond the bounds of reason, there can 
be no doubt, judging from what he has written ; and considering all this, 
he evidently owed it to himself, his friends, as well as the cause of religion, 
to make a public vindication of his character and conduct. 

All persons desirous of obtaining a full account of Mr. Fairchild's trials, 
will, of course, read this interesting and convincing book. — Boston Daily 
Mad, 

Mr. Fairchild's motto is " persecuted, but not forsaken." He has been 
a most unfortunate clergyman. Many of our readers will remember the 
terrible series of events which occurred some nine or ten years ago» in ref- 
erence to this brother. We say brother, although he is an Orthodox cler- 
gyman, for all men aro brethren. It is certain that he was pursued by two 
of his deacons at South Boston with great virulence. They conceived 
that they held to the perseverance of the saints ; for they persevered in 
persecuting him beyond all proper bounds. Our own view of the matter 
we published long ago. All the facts the world will ever get are now out. 
If Mr. Fairchild is guilty, he has been punished enough ; and if innocent, 
he has suffered enough. But it will all be for his good. — 7Vtciiif)e<. 

It may be very Orthodox to exhibit towards a supposed erring brother 
the vengeance that is never satisfied until its victim is irretrievably 
ruined ; but the policy that dictates it is completely infernal, and reminds 
every decent man that there are actions committed in the name and for 
the glory of God, that the devil himself would be ashamed to acknowl- 
edge. Even if guilty, Mr. Fairchild has been most severely punished ; 
and as there should be a limit to retribution, and an opportunity given 
him to recover himself, it is mere vindictiveness to pursue him any fur- 
ther ; but such conduct becomes doubly reprehensible when it is remem- 
bered that a jury acquitted him of the crime with which he was charged. 
His clerical persecutors should bear in mind that they are not by any 
means infallible, and that the mercy they deny to him they may pezhaps 
need some day for themselves. — BotUm Investigator, 

The incidents of this volume are indeed " stranger than fiction," and 
though we have never been personally involved in the controversy to 
which some of it relates, yet we are free to say that we have read the vol- 
ume with attention and interest, and that it has served to strengthen a 
conviction which we had formed from previous knowledge of the case, that 
the facts pertaining to his history, and hero narrated with apparent fidelity, 
must be either true or false ; if true, in any considerable degree, he hai 
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been abased ; and if nntnie in any essential respects, the error shoald be 
exposed and corrected bj testimony the most reliable, both for the peace 
of indiTiduals and churches, and for the honor of Christ and religion, and 
an end shoald be pat to this discossion. 

If he erred, as he admits, through fear in paying hash money, when he 
ahoald have stood apon his integrity and his faith in God, this volume 
certainly evinces subsequent evidence of rare boldness and ability in self- 
defence, and teaches lessons of great practical moment and of universal 
application. Having been acquitted by a jury, on whose verdict the de- 
cision of the council condemning him depended, we see not how he can be 
accounted and treated as a criminal on any principle that will secure to 
other citizens their good name. We trust that all who have either read or 
reflected on the subject will give it a candid perusal. This will insure for 
it an extensive sale, and aid in the erection of a sanctuary for the Payson 
church, to the completion of which the avails are to be sacredly devoted. 

— The Happy Home. 

We shall make no criticisms upon the book, neither shall we give any 
particular account of its contents. We only say we have read it with fiur 
greater interest than we anticipated when we commenced it, and that 
whatever may have been our former convictions, we are now constrained 
to say that this story has left the impression on our mind of the author's 
entire innocence of the charges brought against him. It seems to us, in 
spite of our prepossessions, that he has been made the victim of a sufier- 
ing the like of which is not found in the annals of clerical wrongs in this 
Protestant land. A class of painful reflections crowded upon our mind 
as we passed along through the volume ; but we suppress their utterance. 

— Congregational Journal, Concord, N. H, 

Mr. Fairchild, of South Boston, has just published, in book form, some 
of the remarkable incidents of his life. No one can arise from a candid 
perusal thereof, without a stronger conviction than ever that the author is 
one of the most innocent and most injured of men. — Middleaex Journal, 

This is one of the most remarkable literary productions of the age. 
The romance of truth could not possibly have a more wonderful expo- 
sition ; for that its details are true, the very ingennonsness of the narrative 
bears satisfactory internal testimony. 

To attempt any epitome of the history of the persecntiona experienced 
by Mr. Fairchild, during a long series of years, would occnpy too much 
space, therefore we can only glance at their general aspect. They demon- 
strate an amount of vindictiveness unparalleled in the history of " man's 
inhumanity to man," — an absence of charity disgraceful to the Christian 
diaracter, — an abnegation of social justice and the claims of individual 
lights on the part of the persecntors^ which even the records of the dvil 
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church (which are seldom characterized by tolerance or mercy) cannot 
famish more disgraceful examples. How the men who lent themselves to 
the mean instrumentality of a brother's ruin, can hold np their heads 
before high heaven, and rank themselves in the category of humanity, we 
cannot conceive. 

Mr. Fairchild, in his persecutions, has borne many martyrdoms ; but in 
his triumph over his enemies, and his full exoneration from every crimi- 
nal imputation imposed upon him, has gained a victory as transcendent aa 
the defeat of his unprincipled foes is ignoble. No one can read his history 
without sympathy, and lay it down with a lingering shadow of belief that, 
for a moment, any feature of his conduct through life ever exposed him to 
the merciless persecutions he has sustained. Even those whose prejndioes 
against him had been fed by the belief that his tradncers were men inca- 
pable of such demonism as their conduct, as narrated in the " Incidents," 
shows them to have entertained, have confessed to a total overturning of 
their opinions after reading the book. We hope that many will patronise 
this work, as, apart from its inherent interest, and the opportunity it fur- 
nishes the public to set their minds aright upon a question in regard to 
which much nncharitableness has been propagated, its profits are to be 
applied to the erection of a church for Mr. Fairchild, in South Boston, 
where he has many admiring friends, whose numbers increase every day, 
and which building, through his personal energy, is in process of being 
erected. — New Hampshire Patriot. 



Several communications have been sent to different papers by corre- 
spondents, the following extracts from some of which may interest the 
reader : — 

( To ike Editor of the Daily Bee.) 

Mr. Editor, — Will you allow a reader of Rev. Mr. Fairchild's book 
to express a few thoughts relating thereto, in the columns of your paper ? 
The writer has carefully read said volume, and rises from its perusal with 
mingled emotions of indignation and shame. Indignation, that men so 
reckless of consequences, having so little regard for the feelings of a fellow 
man, occupy a place of respectability in society. And shame., that minis- 
ters of the gospel lend their influence to such high-handed cruelty (yes, 
cruelty! I can call it nothing less), and even excel infidels in efforts to 
destroy a brother. I do not wonder that the foes of the Church point 
deridingly to her members, and turn away to their infidelity, when some 
pastors seem to vie with each other in attempts to destroy a fellow preach- 
er. I wonder that infidels are not more numerous than they appear to be. 
There are facts recorded in this volume, revealing the cruel conduct of 
certain Orthodox clergymen toward Mr. F., which render the foregoing 
remarks justifiable. The rankest infidel would scorn to deal in sndi 
Jesuitical and cruel ways with the meanest mortal. 
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I hate slavery : — 

" I would not hare a slare to till my ground, 
To carry me, to &n me while I Bleep, 
And tremble when I wake, for all the wealth 
That sinewif, bou<(ht and sold, hare ever earned." 

But that slavery which crushes manhood out of negroes is not the only 
form of heartless oppression. Indeed, it is not the worst form. I would 
rather, a thousand fold, be reduced to slavery, and wear its galling chains, 
than to be robbed of cltamcter — that better boon than life itself — and seo 
my wife and children weep, and pine, and die, under the cruel torture. 
And yet Mr. F. is clearly the victim of such oppression. Such a case of 
NorUiern oppression I never read of before. 

I have read the " South-Side View of Slavery," and wondered that a 
Christian minister could pen such an apology for that wicked institution. 
But since I have read Mr. Fairchild's "Remarkable Incidents," I no 
longer wonder. The spirit that can pursue a brother minister with such 
merciless endeavor would, in other circumstances, drive a gang of slaves. 

I would say much more ; but I refer the reader to the book itself. 

Orthodox Clehgtman. 

{For the Mail) 
Mb. Editor, — Your recent notice of Mr. Fairchild's book of "Re- 
markable Incidents," induced me to give it a careful perusal. And yoa 
will pennit me to say, that I never read a more triumphant vindication of 
one's self, than is contained in the pages of that book. Mr. Fairchild not 
only clearly shows tliat his enemies have utterly failed to prove him guilty, 
but he has proved to a demonstration his entire innocence. And in what 
a sad predicament has he placed his chief opponent ! He has shown him 
to have been guilty of such mean and contemptible transactions as might 
well cause the devil himself to blush for very shame. 

Mediccs. 

( To tlie Editor of Hit Boston Gmrier.) 

I have just completed the careful perusal of the work recently published 
by Rev. Mr. Fairchild, and confess that I have been pleased, vexed, and 
disappointed. 

I have been pleased with the candid, liberal, and Christian spirit breathed 
in all die jmges of his vindication ; I have been vexed at the intolerance, 
the want of Christian candor, and the apparent fixedness of intention to 
ruin the man selected by his enemies as their victim ; I have been disap- 
pointed, that men professing to rank so high in holiness and in the church 
are not able to back up their charges with reasons and arguments more 
convincing in their nature. 

The reading of this book confirms my belief in several facts : — 

1st. That the Rev. Mr. Faircliild is " tho best abused man in America,'* 
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and has, in the mind of every candid reader, exculpated himself from the 
charges which have heen brought against him. 

2d. That llie Almighty seems to have taken a special supon-isiou of his 
affairs, inasmuch as circumstances have transpired to place Mr. Fuircrhiid 
in sca'ionable possession of every plot devised for his ruin, so that he has 
been able to meet tliem, and defend himself against their diabolical intents. 

3d. That Mr. Fairchild has done, and successfully done, what neitlier 
logic, law, nor divinity required of him, numoXy^ to prove a mgaiive ; for 
while his Christian accusers have failed to prove him guilty, he has suc- 
cessfully established his own innocence. 

4th. That his book should be read by all who believe him guilty, that 
they may sec his innocence ; by all who arc in doubt, that their doubts 
may be removed ; by all who believe him innocent, tliat their faith may 
be confirmed ; and by all who care nothing at all about it, in order that 
they may be able to form and express an opinion. 

5th. That the motto inscribed upon his book, in glaring capitals, should 
be " Magna est Veritas et prcvalajbit," as this motto has been most faith- 
fully and fully illustrated. 

Now j)crniit mc, in conclusion, Mr. Editor, to ask two questions: — 

As bis reverend and Christian accusers have failed to establish Mr. 
Fairchild 's guilt, will they cease their persecution and let him alone ? 

Can such persons escape the castigation of that great controller of pul>- 
lic sentiment, the public press, if they continue to persecute a man of whose 
innocence the same i)rcss has made public declaration 1 

Aristophaxes. 

{For the IleraU.) 

Mu Editok, — The subscriber craves a small space in your paper for 
a few words respeeting the Uev. Mr. Fairchil«rs remarkable book. Wlien 
I read your notice of it, I thought that you had expressed your views and 
feelings in terms more harsh and scathing tlian the fa<ts in the case would 
justify. Your notice, however, led me to give the book a thorough and 
critical examination ; ami I had not read far iK-fore I became fully con- 
vinccil that tlic terms of Avithcring and burning indignation employed in 
your notice were not at all extravagant, but just sueli as the oeea.sion called 
for. Before I conimeneed reading the book, I thouglit I knew something 
about the merits of the case, but I soon found that 1 knew companitively 
nothing. My ojjjnion, so far as I had any, was unfavorable to Mr. Fair- 
child. The reading of the book, however, has oi)ened my eyes ; and the 
result is a th(non;:h convietion of his entire innocence, and an abhon-cnce 
of his ma lit ions j)ersecutors. And 1 feel truly grateful to you for the bold 
and fearless manner in whieh you gave utteranec to your sentiments. 
And 1 now wait to see wliat course will be taken by those <.f my clerical 
brethren who are so deeply involved in the shameful and wicked iransae- 
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tions disclosed in that volume. It will be bad for them to remain silent. 
It will be far worse to make any apology or excuse for such conduct. 
And if they attempt to refute the statements and arguments of the book, 
tliey will soon find an Herculean task before them. And to think of es- 
caping the public indignation by throwinjj off the responsibility from one 
to nnother, will be an unavailinjj: as well as a dis^^raceful subtcrfu<2:e. In 
my ju»l;;ment, there is but one way for them to re^^^jiin their former hold 
on the confidence of the public, and that is, fty confisshitj their error, ana 
nakimf nil the r^i^rat'um in their jwic/^r for the wromj^ they hare done. Tho 
people may then l)e<^in to think that clerjjfymen intend to practise as well 
as prearh the i>recepts of reliprion. It remains to be seen whether they 
will do what is so plainly required of tlicm, not only by the gospel, but 
by honor and honesty. 

A Country Pastor. 

The following is a communication from tho Boston correspondent of 
the Chri.'ttian Mirror, published at Portland : — 

• Rev. Mr. Fairciiim). — There never was a case, probably, where tho 
real fa<*ts were so long kept from the people by designing men and un- 
avoi<lablc circumstances. This volume is a collection of facts — things 
proved in court and elsewhere — brought together in their order as they 
relate to the author's case, and hence the reader will find here a reliable 
history of the Avhole affair. It is written in a good spirit, and bears upon 
its face the evidence that it was written by one who has been much injured 
and j>ersecuted. The volume conUiins much that bears upon questions of 
Congregationalism, its princriples and rights, and hence is a good reference 
book to be placed in the pastor's library. Those parts of the volume re- 
lating to these knotty points of Congregational Order are from different 
able pens. The volume being "stranger than fiction," is of course at- 
tractive, and almost bewitching. Every minister ought to read it as an 
act of Christian duty and charity, if for no other reason. 

From a correspomlent of the Congregational Herald, Chicago, 111. ; — 
Mr. Fairchild is the clergyman of our denomination whose troubles 
have been widely known ; and this volume contains the whole history of 
the alVair, i)roscnted in documents and statistics which cannot lie, all 
showing that he has been one of the most persecuted men that ever lived. 
He has fought a battle, in some respects, for the clergy of the Union. 
The volume is irrefutable, because it deals in things which are proved by 
handwritin^xs and courts. His case is a remarkable illustniticm of tho 
workings of Divine Providence. Everj' minister ought to read this book, 
in order to make up his mind advisedly on the silbjcct. 

From a correspondent of the Cincinnati Herald, Ohio : — 

This volume rektes to tlio difUcultics of Mr. Fairchild, which haTO 
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caused mnch to be said nnd written for the last ten years. It is a thrill* 
ing record of facts, and, I doubt not, will be extcnsivclj circalated. No 
person who begins to read it will stop until he gets through. Mr. Fair- 
child has been greatly abused and persecuted, and this volume ought to 
be read as a matter of charity both by cleigymen and laymen. 

{From the South Botton Gazette,) 

The book under notice is one of those extraordinary compilations of 
facts which forcibly illustrate the oft-repeated observation that " truth is 
more strange than fiction.'' It is indeed a magazine of striking incidenta, 
out of which any ingenious novel- wright might draw ample material for 
the construction of half a dozen volumes of attractive narratives, all 
founded upon events that have actually transpired within tlie current ago. 
In short, it is a practical exposition of numerous romantic prodigies, such 
as, when occurring in real life, become far more impressive and instructive 
than the finest woven fabrications of mere fancy. 

The retail price of the volume is one dollar and twenty-five cents. 
Its postage to any distance not exceeding three thousand miles, is twenty 
four cents. If any person within this distance wishes for the book, an<* 
will send the author a letter inclosing one dollar and eight postagr 
stamps, the volume shall be forwarded to him by mail without delay* 
and at tlie risk of the author, or to any friend whose name and addresa 
he will mention. 
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To this edition I did think of appending other notices of the press 
from the Evening Transcript^ Saturday Evening Gazette, Olive 
Branch, Bay State, True American, and the New York Daily Times. 
But as all these papers speak of the work in much the same strain as 
the preceding, I will not tax the reader's time in perusing them. 
One brief extract from the New York Times of December 26, 1855, 
will suffice. The editor, in speaking of the action of the Sufiblk 
South Association, says: — 

" Last March that body rescinded all votes upon its records, in re- 
gard to Mr. Fairchild's character and exclusion — but coupled this 
amende with a resolution that it was inexpedient that his connection 
with the association should be continued, and that * the same is hereby 
terminated.' This proceeding is only matched by that of the Irish 
jurj', whose verdict was, * not guilty ; and we recommend him not to 
do it again.' Here is an association acquitting a man, and yet inflict- 
ing punishment as if he were guilty." 

There is one notice, and, to my knowledge, one only, which takes a 
different view of the work. This notice appeared in the lleligious 
Herald of January 25, 1856, published at Hartford, Connecticut, and 
came from the pen of Rev. William W. Patton, who was a member 
of the Suffolk South Association at the time of my expulsion from that 
body, who signed the remonstrance of Dr. Adams against my installa- 
tion over the Payson Church, and whose name and doings are so 
prominent in the book. It is just such a notice as any one would 
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naturally expect from such a source, after having read the three last 
pajrcM of the fourteenth chapter. 'Hie other gentlemen so deeply 
imj>licated have hitherto remained silent. A friend at my side having 
heart] thcr notice, made this remark, — " Mr. Patton, after reading 
your l)0<>k, kni;w not what to s«iy, and therefore said, he knew not 
tchnt^ lie (roncludes his notice with these words, — "We wish that 
some decisive counter evidence might come to light to remove doubt, 
and restore Mr. Fairchild to his former position in the confidence of 
the ministry an<l churches." 

To gratify the wishes of Mr. Patton as here expressed, and the wishes 
of those in sympathy with him, I will state the fact, that since tho 
rendering of the verdict of my acquittal in the civil court, and my 
subse([upnt installation over the Payson Church, I have preached one 
hundred and thirty-four sermons in thirty-three different pulpits of 
my own dcnon»ination, either by exchange or invitation of thirty-fivo 
I)astors. Sixteen clergymen of the denomination, having no pastoral 
charge at the time, have preached in my pulpit. Eleven clergymen 
of other denominations have either exchanged with me, or preached 
fur me, as an act of sympathy and confidence, and I have preached 
in their pulpits eighteen sermons. I have lia<l invitations to oi»cupy 
nine pulpits of our own and other denominations, which it was not 
convenient for me to accept. Twenty-two churches of the denomina- 
tion liave reconunended members to fellowship in my present church, 
by letters in the usual fonn. 

I would further state, that since the publication of my book, I have 
rt^ceived very many letters from gentlemen of the highest standing in 
clmrch and State, expressing not only their sympathy, but their firm 
belief in my entire innocence of the crimes charged upon me, and 
that my vindication is most triumphant and complete. I would here 
(juote cerLiin expressions from these letters, did I not fear exjiosing 
myself to the charge of self-commendation. And perhaps my readers 
will think that I ought to apologize for what I have already said. 
Therefore I would siiy to them in the words of Paul, — "Bear with 
me a little in my fJ:)lly and in this confidence of boasting; and indeed 
bear with me, for necessity is upon me." 

J. II. Fairchild. 

South Boston f April, 1S5G. 



INDEX. 



ArgriTTAL, SI ; sliout at, 82. 

Allni, luv. (J<.or;;e, U"tt<'r to Dr. Kdwanl Bcechcr, 179. 

Aj'jMMl to innniKTs of ENOtor Coiuicil, 400. 

Av\\\ in Jirrii, Khoda :in«l Mr. liiildcl, 47, 50. 

Assot intioii, vlorioal, no judidal power, 20S, 252 ; SuflTolk, South, rescind 

their lilnUons ]>r(.'ainblc and voti', 'J'JO. 
]kM.( ln'r, K(:v. Dr. K., statement of, reviewed, 207. 
IJouton, K':v. Dr., letter of, 118. 
13nl»(rv, thrice resorted to, Khodn, 38, 42 ; Sirs. Brown, 43 ; Dr. Cooper, 

IJuddin^'ion, K';v. ]Mr., testimony of, 205. 

3Jiir;:i-;, liev. Dr. Kl>c!iezer, statement of, 18C; no money paid by, 351; 

t.'itijnony of, 152, 275. 
Clsnreh, Payson, instituted, 93; Mr. Fairehild invited, 94 ; first sermon, 

it^ ; jta^tor in>taIK'd, 109 ; eontrihution of, not aeknowlcdgcd, 425. 
C'ltitieate hy Rev. Dr. French, 91. 
Choato, Hon. Kufus, professional advice of, and correspondcnco with, 

196, 201. 
ClinV)rd, Governor, his nr«:ument, 239. 
Codnian, Kev. Dr., note from, 86. 

Coniinittee of Suilblk South As.^oeiation in Council at Exeter, 30, 33. 
Co-sw.Il, U.v. Dr. William, letter of, 186. 
*' (.!orri sjiondeiiee with Notes," 132. 
Council, Exeter, result of, 53 ; installing, iTsolve of, 108. 
Crimes, solemnly denied, 5, 58, 81, 124. 
Deacon>, alienated, 4, 7, 14 ; remonstrance of, 40. 
Delirium, 2.*^ 277, 307. 
Dis'.-asc, infairiou^J, falsely eharjircd, 52. 
Dodjre, Mr. John, testimony of, 69. 
Druke, Deacon Jeremy, letter of, to Rev. Dr. Sheldon, 161; to Dr 

Ge'»r;:e Haywnnl, 170. 
rrcnrli, K*-v. Dr., letter of, 1 14. 
(JilluMt, Ki'v. Dr., testimony of, 272. 

JluiitiniT, Mr. llcnhen and wife, suspended. 319 ; excluded, 353. 
Ihnh money, (»ficn paid, not widely, 6, 404. 
ludietmeut, how obtained, 26. 

(463) 



461 INDEX. 

Inferences, 410. 

" Iniquity Unfolded," 66. 

Jackson, lion. Willinm, letter of, 373, 427. 

Jewett, Mrs., deposition of, 146. 

Law Kcporter, 290. 

Letter Missive, calling an ex parte Council, 320. 

Letters, anonymous, some to Kxctcr, 13 ; others, 233 ; writer found, 233 ; 

fac-simile, 234. 
Marbk'hcad, letter from, by Dr. Adams, 49. 
" Medical Fact," filthy pamphlet, 167 ; whose, 168, 269. 
Monomania, 190. 

Patton, Rev. William W., letter of, 157. 
Paypon Church, protests of, 321, 325. 
Perjury, attested, 189. 

Phillips Church, prospereil under Mr. Faircliild, 10. 
Pittston letters, 144. 
Preamble and vote of Association, false and libellous, 66, 194 ; unknown 

to Mr. Fairchild for four years, 1 75 ; rescinded, 390. 
Privilege, clerical, discourse on, 300 ; extracts from, 305. 
Providence confessed, 413. 
Kichards, Rev. Dr. John, letter of, 117. 
Reference, Committee of, 18. 
Referees, award of, reviewed, 290, 305. 
Remarks on the doings of Exeter Council, 33. 

Remonstrance of Dr. Adams, 105 ; reply to, 110; review of, 113, 125. 
Riddel, Rev. Samuel II., letter of, 59. 
Shailer, Rev. William IL, duped, 36. 
Storrs, Rev. Dr., letter of, 124; addressed, 403. 
Tappan, Rev. William B., lines of, HI. 
" Truth Revealed," anonymous pamphlet, 88. 
Vinton, Deacon Josiah, acknowledgment of, 41. 
Vinson, Colonel Thomas M., testimony of, 151, 272. 
Walton, Mr. Calvin, quoted, 94, 225 ; ironical charge of, 229. 
Webster, Hon. Daniel, professional advice of, 195. 
Woods, Rev. Dr., tlianks to him, 399 ; letter of, 289 ; sermon, 109 ; urged 

not to preach at South Boston, 400. 
Washburn, Judj^, declaration of, 428. 
Winslow, Rev. Uubbard, testimony of, 152, 271. 



iiiniHiiiiHi 

3 20"" 029 888 245 



